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of them. The law of Congress passed in 1812, 
and afterwards confirmed by a subsequent law 
passed in 1817, declares that no person shall per- 
form the duties of a purser unless he has first been 
appointed by the President of the United States, 
and confirmed by the Senate, and authorized, 
therefore, to act in thatcapacity. Yet, according 
to the naval register of the last year, the last that 
has been published, there are fifteen officers of the 
line thatare performing this duty, and therefore act- 
ing in direct contravention of the law of Congress. 
They were compelled to do it because there were 
no pursers. This operates as a great Injustice to 
the sailors, because there is no umpire between 
the sailors and United States, in which capacity 
the commander of the vessel ours acts. 
Whenever there is any conflict between the pur- 
serand a person to whom money is paid or rations 
are delivered, the commander acts as the umpire 
to decide those controversies; but when the com- 
mander acts in the capacity of purser, or pay- 
master, there is nobody to perform that duty. It 
is unjust to the Government likewise, and unjust 
to the man who acts as purser, because you com- 


plicate his duties, and disable him from perform- 


ing, as wellas he otherwise would, either of these 
branches of duty which will be required of him 
either as commander of the men, and the naviga- 
tor of the ship, or as purser. 

It is proposed by this amendment to gradually 


Academy, you getone of perfect physique. These | 


young gentlemen, when they gg there, are thor- 
oughly examined upon that subject; and you take 


|, a man who is perfect in his development, and take 
him in the prime of life, when he is capable of || 





decrease the number of pursers from sixty-four | 


down to fifty, and to gradually increase the whole 
number of pay-officers, by adding assistant pur- 
sers, allowing five to be appointed in the course 
of every six months, until you getup to the num- 
ber of thirty-five; and thus you will stand, at the 
end, with fifty puspess, and thirty-five assistant 
pursers, not making any very material difference, 


performing important service to the country. I 
know a purser, recently appointed, a man alittle 
past the meridian of life, appointed probably on 
account of his having been an active partisan; and 
upon the first cruise, before he had been twelve 
months in the service, he was stricken down, dis- 
abled, and always will remain disabled, and he 
remains upon your hands a pensioner; and if he 
lives to be seventy years of age, you will have to 
pay him a salary amounting to leave-pay. 
if you had taken that man at twenty-one or at 


twenty-five or twenty-nine, you would have had | 
probably fifteen or twenty or twenty-five years of | 
good, efficient, active service outof him. This 


amendment, therefore, limits the age at which 
these young men shall have arrived at the time 


that they receive their commissions as assistant | 
pursers; and limits it for theprotection of the Gov- || 


ernment, in order that we may have men who are 
not to be appointed beeause they are partisans or 
have been partisans; because they have been bro- 
ken-down merchants, are past the meridian of life, 


| and have families oe upon them; but 


so far as the expenses are concerned, to the Gov- 
ernment, but making a much more efficient corps | 


for the performance of duty. 

There is a proposition in the amendment which 
1 suppose will mect with considerable opposition, 
and which I am not particularly anxious should 
be adopted, although I believe that it is for the 
interest of the service that it should be adopted; 
and that is, that these assistant pursers shall be 
between the ages of twenty-one and thirty—twen- 
ty-six was inserted in theamendment, butit should 
be thirty, which was the agreement of the com- 
mittee—and that so long as there shall be appli- 
cants from among the graduates of the Naval 


Academy they shall be taken from that corps, be- | 


fore going into civil life fortheir procurement. I 
will give the reasons for this. 

In the first place, if you go to the line, or go to 
the Academy for these officers, it ceases to be a 
political office, and is not to be bestowed upon 
anybody because he happens to have been an ac- 
tive or influential partisan in a political campaign. 


Then, again, you get one who is conversant with | 
the duties of the situation to which he is called, | 


and also acquainted with sea life; and I believed it 
to be very important—and I think the committee 
concurred with me in that opinion—if you desire 
to promote the esprit du corps of the service, that 
oy should have men somewhat familiar with sea 


ife. Besides, you give to a purser in the Navy | 


a rank as an officer, and there will! be some reason 


young, active, thoroughgoing, efficient men, who 
can really perform efficient duty for the Govern- 
ment. ° 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I think this 
is a very inappropriate time to be adding so 
largely to the number of officers of the Navy. 
Instead of sixty-four pursers, it seems We are 
to have now eighty-five pursers and assistant 
pursers; and I do not see any very marked dis- 


tinction between the duties of the purser and the | 


assistants. | have no doubt the result, if we adopt 
this amendment, will be that, after awhile, the as- 
sistant pursers will say they discharge the same 
duties with the others; that we want the eighty- 
five pursers, and that they ought to be raised to 
the same rate of pay. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator will allow me. I 


ought to have said, before the Senator commenced, || 
that, seven years ago, the Committee on Naval 
Affairs in the Senate, through its chairman, Mr. | 


Mactory, and the Committee on Naval Affairs 
of the House of Representatives, through its chair- 
man, Mr. Bocock, proposed to Congress to create 
this grade of assistant pursers, and to create a 
number only one less than that proposed by this 
amendment; and I desire to say to the Senator, 
that that was in 1854, two years before the time 


when Congress increased the number of men in | 


the Navy by one thousand; which was done in 


| 1856, and before we had built the eight sloops-of- 


; war. 


for giving this rank to him, if you take him from || 
the line, or if you take him from among the grad- | 
uates of your Academy, and therefore have a man | 


who is competent to discharge sea duty at any 
time. There was another reason, and that was 
because these pursers may be called upon to work 
the ship—to command the men. In cases of con- 
flict with a foreign Power, it may be not only im- 
portant, but very necessary to order a purser to 


Mr. HUNTER. I have great respect for the 
authorities which the Senator cites; but still, I 
submit again, that this is not the time to be in- 
creasing the number of officers so largely as it is 
proposed todo here. Ido not,as I stated before, 
see the distinction between the duties to be per- 
formed by the one and the other class of officers. 
Both, if I understand it, have to discharge the 
same duties, and yet they get different salaries. 

Mr. GRIMES. It is the design that the as- 
sistant pursers shall be assigned to small vessels. 
They are to be young men, in the prime of life. 
The idea is that they will bicnesienel to such ves- 
sels as we have determined by the senatorial vote 


| to-day to build; and that men who have been in the 


command a prize; or if the officers were mostly | 


shot down, it might be very important that he | 


should command the very vessel on which he was. 
f you take an officer from the line, or take him 
from the Academy, and put him in this position, 


you have a man who is competent to discharge 
that duty. 


That is not all. If you take @man from the 


be 


| 


} 


Academy, or one who has passed through the | 


e 


service for twenty or thirty years, if they go to 
sea, shall be assigned to other vessels, and draw 
a larger pay than these young gentlemen. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Allow me toask the Sen- 
ator from Iowa one question before the Senator 
from Virginia proceeds. Will not their pay be 
predicated on the time of service; and after they 
get in, will it not be constantly increasing from 
time to time? By our last Navy bill the pay is in- 


But | 





creased gradually ina series of years. After they | 


have been in the service a certain length of time, 
it is increased, I suppose; and so on. 


Mr. GRIMES. Yes, sir. . 





Mr. HUNTER. The result, then, if 1 under- 
stand, will be, that they will all be paid alike; and 
the whole proposition is one for the creation of a 
new grade of officers, and for the purpose of add- 
ing to the number of pursers now in the Navy. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator will observe that 
it does not increase the pay materially. We only 
authorize the creation of five assistant pursers 
during the next six months; and then, during the 
next ensuing six months, five more, and so on; 
so that there is no immediate increase, 

Mr. HUNTER. The system which is pro- 
posed, requires that we shall have eighty-five 
pursers and assistant pursers, instead of sixty- 
four, now allowed by law. It is obvious that we 
shall thus increase the expenses of that branch 
of the service very much; and, as I said before, 
it seems to me that this is surely not the time to 
be making these additions, when the Treasury is 
in the condition in which we now find it. Nor is 
this the bill upon which we should be making 


| these radical changes; changes which look to the 


reorganization of the naval service of the country. 


The appropriation bills oughtto be simple. They 
| ought to be bills for which anybody can vote who 


desires to keep up the Navy of the country, with- 
out having to commit himself to schemes of re- 
organization, to experiment, to anything that may 
be suggested by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
in the way of reform. These should be the sub- 
jects of separate bills. Perhaps if this proposi- 
tion had come up separately, and been fully con- 
sidered, | might—I hardly think I should though, 
—favor it. There might be a majority for it; but 
itis a sufficient reason to vote against it at pres- 
ent, because it ought not to be appended to this 
bill. I think it is a still higher reason for voting 
against it, because it is going to commit the coun- 
try to a much larger expenditure than it would 
have to encounter under the existing law. Before 
we have done with all these schemes of reorgani- 
zation on this appropriation bill, we shall have it 
as large as one of Little & Brown's volumes of 
the Statutes at Large. 

Mr. POWELL. I move to strike out that pro- 


vision of the amendment which requires these 


| assistant paymasters to be taken from the gradu- 


ates of the Naval Academy. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 


The amendment to the amendment is, to strike 


} out— 


“That no person shall be appointed an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, excepting graduates of the Naval Acad- 
emy, if any such graduate shail, at the time of such appoint- 


) ments, be an applicant therefor, and shall, in other respects, 


comply with the requirements of the act.”’ 


Mr. POWELL. Ihad supposed that we edu- 
cated the young gentlemen at the Naval Academy 
for the purpose of making them skilled in naval 
affairs, for the purpose of fighting. This amend- 
ment proposes to make them mere accounting 
clerks and paymasters. I think it is absolutely 
disgraceful to the naval service to put them in the 
pay department. Any young gentleman who has 
been raised in a banking-house, or as aclerk in a 
store would be better qualified to perform this 
duty, than young gentlemen educated at the Naval 
Academy. Moreover, 1 think it eminently proper 
that these duties should be performed by gentle- 
men taken from civil life. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Iam in favor of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky; and I am 
opposed to the amendment increasing the number 
of clerks, (for that is what they amount to.) The 
captain of each of these saaafl vessels, I am in- 
formed, has a clerk, a captain’s clerk, perfectly 
competent to keep the accounts of forty, or fifty, 
or sixty men. Now it is proposed to create a 


| new officer, with a salary of one thousand or fif- 


| ef fifty men. 


teen hundred dollars a year, to keep the accounts 
Sir, I hope the whole thing will be 
voted down. I am in favor of this amendment ot 
the Senator from Kentucky; because, as he justly 
remarked, any merchant’s clerk anywhere is bet- 
icr prepared to perform these duties than gradu- 
ates of the naval school. I hope they will not be 
degraded from the pursuit for which they are ed- 
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ucated to that of a mere clerk to keep the accounts | draught of water shall not exceed fourteen feet, which sloops 
of forty or fifty men. It isan absurdity, sir. We || *#@!! combine the heaviest armament and greatest speed 


do not need these officers. A captain’s clerk is 
perfectly competent; and the duty should be im- 
posed on him of keeping the accounts of these 
smal! vessels. The whole thing is an absurdity. 
Anybody can keep the accounts. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask the Senator from lowa 
to inform me whether, if we vote forthe amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky, we do away 
with that proposed provision about giving the 
pursers rank. I do not think they ought to have 
rank. Rank should go with the sword. 

Mr. GRIMES. The rank is provided for in an 
old law. 

Mr. HUNTER. An old law? 

Mr.GRIMES. Yes; a law that has been in 
existence for several years. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope, now, the amend- 
ment as amended will be voted down; it is need- 
less. 


Mr. HALE. There is a verbal amendment | 


which I wish to suggest to the amendment; 1 do 


not know whether the Senator from Iowa has | 
made itor not. His limitation, as reported, is, 


that nobody shall be appointed to the office of 
assistant paymaster under the age of twenty-one 
nor over the age of twenty-six. Thirty was the 
period which was agreed upon; and twenty-six is 
there by mistake. It should read that nobody 
shall be appointed Jess than twenty-one nor more 
than thirty years of age. I wish that correction 
to be made. 

Mr. GRIMES. It should be so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction 
will be made. 

The amendment, as amended, was rejected— 
ayes ten, noes not counted. 

Mr. GRIMES. I offer the following amend- 
ment from the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

And be it further enacted, That all appropriations now or 
hereafter made for the preparation or publication of foreign 
hydrographic surveys, shall only be applicable to their ob- 
ject upon the approval] by the Secretary of the Navy, and a 
report from three competent naval officers, to the effect that 
the original data for the proposed charts are such as to jus- 
tify their publication ; and it ishereby made the duty of the 
Secretary of the Navy to erder a board of three naval offi 
cers to examine and report upon said data before he shall 
approve of any application of money to the preparation or 
publication of the said charts or hydrographic results. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senate listened to that, I 
think they. will be unanimously for it. It is a re- 
striction upan the pee of charts and maps, 
and requires that before they are published they 
shall be submitted to the <e aee of a board ot 
officers to be detailed by the Secretary of the 
Navy. Itis intended as a check upon the pub- 
lication of worthless maps and charts. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Disorder is so | 


general that it is impracticable to proceed with 
the business before the body. The Chair requests 
Senators to preserve order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Serate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
put the question on concurring in all the amend- 
ments, made as in Committee of the Whole, un- 
less certain amendments be indicated for a sepa- 
rate vote. 

Mr. GRIMES. [ask fora separate vote on the 
amendment for the creation of assistant pursers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was re- 
jected; and therefore the question does not arise 
on concurring in that amendment. 

Mr. GRIMES. I shall offer it again. 

Mr. POLK. I move to except the amendment 
providing for the appropriation of $1,200,000, for 
the building of seven screw steamers, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be reserved for a separate vote. The 
Chair will put the question on concurring in all 
the amendments, éxcept that making provision 
for new steamers. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on concurring in the following amend- 
ment: 

And be tt her enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy 
be, and he és hereby, authorized to cause to be constructed 
for the United Statvea Navy, at az early a day as practicable, 
having due regard to efficiency and economy, seven steam 
serew sloops-of-war, of the second class, as vessels are 
rated in the Navy, with full steam power, whose greatest 





compatible with their character and tunnage ; and for the 
purpose above specified, the sum of $1,290,000 be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under 
the direction of the Seeretary of the Navy. 

Mr. POLK. The same provision was offered 
at the last session as an amendment to an amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida, [Mr. 
Matiory.] Then it was voted down by a vote 
of 25to 14. For myself, I cannot see that there 
has been any change in the condition of the coun- 
try, and especially in the condition of the Treas- 


ury, which makes that advisable now which the | 
Senate decided to be unadvisable when this same | 
| matter was before us at the last session. I have 


before me the yeas and nays on that occasion. 
Mr. HALE. Was not that a larger number 
of steamers? 
Mr. POLK. No, sir. 
Mr. BRAGG. Read the yeas and nays. 
Mr. POLK. On the 18th of June last: 
‘On motion by Mr. Matiory, to amend the amendment 


proposed by Mr. Wixson, by striking out all after the word 
* Provided,’ and, in lieu thereof, inserting: 


“That the Secretary of the Navy be, amd he is hereby, || 
authorized to cause to be constructed, equipped, and armed |) 


for the Navy, as early as may be consistent with economy 
and efficiency, seven screw sloops-of-war, not exceeding 
fourteen feet in draught, at the Government yards or by con- 


| tract, as the Secretary may deem advisable for the public 
| interests ; the models, construction, equipment, and arma- 


ment of said vessels to be devised by a board composed of 


| one captain, one commander, one lieutenant, three con- 


structors, and three engineers of the Navy, under the direc- 
tion and approval of the Secretary of the Navy, to be em- 
ployed in the suppression of the slave trade; and for this 


purpose the sum of $1,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out | 
of any money in the 'T'reasury not otherwise appropriated.’”’ || 


The nunther is exactly the same—seven—and 
the draught is the same. Indeed, I suppose the 
presentamendment was framed pretty much on the 
idea of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Florida at the lastsession. On that amend- 
ment the yeas were 14, and the nays 25: 

“The yeas and nays beijing desired by one fifth of the 
Senators present, 

* Those who voted in the affirmative are : 

** Messrs. Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, Foster, 
Grimes, King, Mallory, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Thom- 
son, Wade, Wilson. 

** Those who voted in the negative are: 

** Messrs. Bingham, Bragg, Brown, Chesnut, Crittenden, 
Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hale, Hemphill, Hunter, Iver- 
son, Jolinson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, 
Wigfall, Yulee.”’ . 

Mr. President, I think that this is a very inop- 
portune time to undertake to build seven new 


| steamers, and to appropriate $1,200,000 for that 


object. I think that in these matters it would be 
well to act as we would in our private affairs. If 
we were strained and in difficulties, instead of 
incurring new liabilities, we should be disposed 
to reduce and retrench as much as we could I 
think it is eminently proper, in the condition in 
which the Treasury is, that we should do so now 
Mr. MASON. Mr. President, 1 suppose none 
will deny that the crecit of this Government is 
most seriously impaired. In two attempts to raise 
comparatively small sums of money, in two loan 
bills of $5,000,000, the first was taken at the rate 
of twelve per cent., and the last, after very great 
efforts, as we are informed, in the circles of the 
capitalists of New York, for reasons satisfactery 
to them, they managed to bring down the rate of 
interest to ten per cent. Such a condition of the 
public credit has been unknown to the Govern- 


| ment except during the war of 1812. We cannot 
shut our eyes to these facts. The credit of this 


Government has fallen so far below the credit of 


_ the States, that we learn from the perepepers the 
S 


Government is going to the States and asking them 
to indorse its credit. The necessity, the grinding 
necessity of this Government has compelled Con- 
gress, within the last few days, to authorize an 
additional loan of $25,000,000. The actual need 
and destitution of the Government, although its 
credit has fallen below that of the individual 
States, has compelled Congress to go again and 
ask for an additional loan of $25,000,000, and the 
bill is framed in such a manner as to authorize the 
financial officer of the Government, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, to take the money upon any 
terms hecangetit. The bondsof the Government, 
bearing six per cent. interest, are to be thrown 
into the market for what they will bring. 

In -this state of things, we have a proposition 
brought in here from the Committee on Naval 
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Affairs, to meur an expenditure at present of 





| $1,200,000, and prospectively, of some three, or 


our, or five hundred thousand more. Por what 
purpose? For any pressing necessity? No. The 
necessities of the Government for money are pres- 
sing. Is this a pressing necessity for expenditure: 
No, Itis to increase ine military power of this 
Government in its naval service. Is there an 

pressing necessity for that? Sir, I have observed, 


_ in the remarks that have been made in debate here 
by members of the Naval Committee, that the 
| thought it necessary to apologize for the expend. 


iture of some fifteen or twenty thousand dollars 
to repair naval barracks that were in dilapidation 
and decay,asa measure ofeconomy. They thought 


| it necessary to apologize in the condition of the 
country, for that comparatively small expendi. 


ture. Gut now they come in at once and ask for 
$1,500,000, when there is no necessity, as they 
allege, for an increase of the Navy. . 

Now, sir, why isthe Navy to be increased? [s 
there any demand for these steamers? Is there 


_ any such pressing necessity upon the military arm 


of the country to be strengthened, as to induce 
Congress to borrow money at the ruinous rates 
we are now compelled to pay, to strengthen jt? 


| L ask Senators on the other side to state what the 
| necessity is. Is there any apprehension of war? 


Is there any apprehension that this Government 
| may find itself unable to defend itself on any sud- 
den emergency, that will justify us in borrowing 
/money at this ruinous rate for the purpose now 
| of increasing the Navy? The honorable Senator 
from lowa, representing, as he seems todo chiefly, 
the Committee on Naval Affairs on this question, 
has said that there is no purpose ia the world, 
that he knows of, requiring any immediate war- 
like use of this increase of the Navy. He says it 
| was recommended some two or three years ago, 
and not then adopted. But that honorable Sen- 
ator does not tell us why it is proposed now, 
in the present emergent condition of the public 
finances. 

Mr. GRIMES. If the Senator will allow me, 
| [ will state that it is recommended now by the 
Secretary of the Navy; and, furthermore, that 

since the last session of Congress there has been 
| a survey of the naval vessels of the United States, 
many of which have been found to be atterly 
worthless; and that, I apprehend, is one reason 
| why a good many gentlemen, who were recorded 
| as having voted against the proposition last year, 
| voted as they did on the present occasion. 

| Mr. POLK. I suggest to the Senator, that the 
| Secretary of the Navy did not recommend seven. 
| He recommends a gradual increase, if I do not 
| mistake the language that is used. 

Mr. GRIMES. Naval gentlemen consider 
| seven a very gradual increase. 

| Mr. MASON. Well, Mr. President, when that 
| Senator has been longer in the public service | 
| suspect he will find that naval gentlemen consider 


a very small increase that which we, who have 
regard for the public finances, would consider a 
| very large increase. I am not answered when I 
am told by the honorable Senator that they have 
| found out since then that many of these vessels 


: 
| were in decay, and unfit for service. What isthe 
\| 


public emergency that calls for this increase of the 
naval force when we have no war? Our com- 
merce is not unprotected; we hear of no complaint 
there. We have no unredressed grievances 1n any 
part of the world, that I know of, that call for an 
increase of the Navy. Why, then, when we are 
borrowing money at a rate of usance unknown to 
this Government, is it asked that we should ex- 
pend $1,500,000 for the increase of the Navy, and 
the increase of this peculiar kind of naval ves- 
sels—vessels of small draught of water, and which 
are to be, as the amendment requires, heavily 
armed in proportion to their draught and size: 
Why, sir, we know from the newspapers, thata 
bill is about to be introduced, or has been intro- 
duced, into the other branch of Congress, provid- 
ing for a military surveillance wer those States 
that are no longer portions of this Confederacy. 
We have had a bill introduced into the Senate by 
the honorable Senator from Vermont, authorizing 
the President of the United States, under circum- 
stances stated in the bill, to discontinue the ports 
ofentry — 

Mr. COLLAMER. Will the gentleman allow 
me a moment 

Mr MASON. Certainly 
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Mr. COLLAMER. That bill has no warlike 
purpose whatever. It is to avoid that. Itis to 
declare them no longer ports of entry, so that 
ships will not make clearances to them. 





It will | 


prevent the necessity of any military force there. | 


Mr. MASON. 
Mr. President, of the reasons that induced the 
honorable Senator to introduce that bill. 


speaking of the fact. The honorable Senator has 


I have not spoken one word, | 


I am | 


introduced a bill giving authority to the Presi- | 


dent, undercertain circumstances stated inthe bill, | 
to discontinue ports of entry. Very well. I speak | 
of the fact only. What it may lead to is another | 


qui ssuon. 
naval armament by seven steamers ofsmall draught 


This proposition is to increase the | 


and heavy armament. Now, sir, what is the con- | 


dition of the country? Iam nogoing to enter 
into any prospective reasoning as to what may be 


the condition of the country; but whatis it? We | 


have seven States, all in the South, all lying upon 
the Gulf and its waters, that have abandoned this 
Union by solemn acts, and have announced it, 
with a Congress in session. Six of those States 
whose acts of separation have been completed, 
we are informed have confederated, aivennl asep- 
arate government, organized a government, es- 
tablished a constitution, elected a President, at 
the last accounts, and stand now, as they claim, 
a supreme and independent power among the 
nations of the earth. Is that known here? No; 
it is not known here. 
that side of the Chamber that knowsit. One hon- 
orable Senator said there were discontented por- 
tions of the country, and that this naval arma- 
ment had no reference to discontents in certain 
parts of the country. Sovereign States that have 
confederated, formed a government anda nation- 
ality, and organized it, with a flag and a being, 
are spoken of here by honorable Senators as dis- 
contents in certain parts of the country! ° 

Now, sir, other gentlemen may shut their eyes 
to these facts, if they think it wise todo so. I 
come from that part of the country; I cannot shut 
my eyes to the existing facts. 1 know that, what- 
ever may be the design of the honorable mover of 
this proposition, if these steamers are built, they 
will be part of the naval armament of this Con- 
federation, to be used for any military purposes 
that the public exigencies may require; and I 
know that the proposition of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Vermont will lead to this, whatever he 
intends. Take the State of South Carolina, the State 
of Georgia, or the State of Florida. This Gov- 
ernment does not know that they are no longer 
porno ofit. They are notinformed ofthat fact, 
jut they do know that the discontents prevailing 
there have induced all the Federal officers to re- 
sign, and they have nobody there to administer 
the Federallaws. They know that, and therefore 
they discontinue the ports of entry. Thena ship 
from abroad, that 1s destined for the port of 
Charleston or of Savannah, has no right under the 
Federal laws to go either into Charleston or Sa- 
vannah, and it will be the duty of this Govern- 
ment, acting in the ignorance which they assume 
of the existence of these facts in the South, to take 
care that no ships do go there, because no ship 
with a foreign cargo has any right to go into any 
of the ports of the United States but a port of 
entry. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If the gentleman will in- 
dulge me for a moment, the very object of the bill 
was, that if they were declared to be no longer 
ports of entry, foreign vessels would take no clear- 
ances for them, and never go there atall, and there 
would be no occasion for any force about it. 

Mr. MASON. Whether foreign vessels can 
take a clearance for them will depend on whether 
foreign nations have their eyes open to the state 
of the facts against which our eyes are shut. I 
apprehend that foreign nations will give clearances 
for them. 


‘ Mr. COLLAMER. To ports of the United 
tates. 

Mr. MASON They will take a clearance to 
the port of Charleston or Savannah. The Sen- 
ator says that they are not ports of the United 
States; and what follows? Why, the public force 


of the United States must seize the ship that goes | 


into the port that is not a port of entry. Now, 
it is idle for us to conceal or disguise this matter 
any longer. If the bill of the honorable Senator 
passes, it will be the duty of the Treasury to take 
Care that the revenue laws are not violated in the 
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/southerf ports into the condition that Boston 


| strained to vote against it, lest a misuse should be 


| when we are asked by those who administer the 
| Government to make this extraordinary appro- 


| attempt to cover it up and to evade it or disguise 
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| tled, by no vote of mine shall there be any extraor- 


|| dinary ea. of the public money for either 
There is not a Senator on 


| separates them—whether it be a slave question or 


| to acknowledge the separation and to let them go 


| not address the honorable Senator from 





contemplation of the United States, and these very | 
ships, as soon as they are ready, will be used for || 
the purpose of shutting up those southern ports || 
as the port of Boston was shut up under like cir- 
cumstances, by a power abroad, equally oppress- | 
ive with this power athome. Itis in the con- 
templation of the bill of the honorable Senator, 
whatever he may have designed, to convert these 


was when it was closed. Whatever Senators on 
that side may say, our eyes are not shut to the 
fact. 

I cannot, then, vote for this appropriation. If 
the Treasury was full, I should feel myself con- 


made of the naval power; but with the Treasury 
in the condition that it is, when this Government 
is a mendicant in the circles of capitalists for 
money, and when this Government, like other 
mendicants, is asking its superiors to indorse | 
their paper, that they may get the money; and 


priation under these circumstances, I am bound 
to believe that they want to increase the naval 
force for purposes that are not avowed on the 
face of the proposition. Until the condition of the 
country in its relations North and South are set- 





Army or Navy. 

It is high time, sir, for the Government to take 
into consideration the state of things on our late 
southern borders, and determine what those rela- 
tions are. They should meet it like men. Do not 





it; mect it in full front; declare that they are in 
rebellion, and they are to be put down; or declare 
that they have the right of separation, and are to 
be acknowledged in their separation. Thisis my 
view of that matter. Those Bintes being out, hav- 
ing actually confederated, having assumed a na- 
tionality, I should consider it was the bounden 
duty of the Government, no matter what question 


a question ofdomestic economy, oranything else— 


in peace; but until those relations are settled sat- | 
isfactorily, until we know whether the arm of this 
Government is to be raised against them, by no 
vote of mine shall there be any additions either 
to the naval or military service of the country. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I have 
been somewhat surprised at the course of remark 
of the honorable Senator from Virginia; not so 
much, however, as I should be had 1 not heard a 
similar course of remark from him on a former 
occasion. Now, sir, it is well enough for us to 
understand precisely what the condition of this 
question is, and who is responsible for it; because 
it is rather a singular address to make to this side 
of the Chamber from that, to appeal to us to know 
what is the object of the proposition now before 
the Senate. ho has been in power for the last 
four years; I should liketoknow? The Republican 
party? Who has been administering the affairs 
of this Government? The Republican party? The 
Senator will hardly pretend that. Why, then, 
does he appeal to us? Have we brought forward 
this proposition? Does it come from us, that we 
are thus scolded? Why, sir, look back into your 
own records of your own party, coming from 
your own President and your own Senate com- 
mittee, year after year, and you have eee 
this proposition to build these steamers. We have 
had it every year, for the last four, certainly—a 
proposition to increase your naval force, because 
an increase of that force was necessdry. It came 
from your President; it is the offer of your Ad- 
ministration; it is the recommendation of your 
friends; it is approved ay your committee in this 
body, year after year. hy then do you talk to 
usaboutit? Why not address the honorable Sen- 
ator from New Jersey, [Mr. Tuomson?] Why 
lorida, 
{[Mr. Matrory,}] who was so long the chairman 
of that committee ? 

Has there been any change in the condition of | 
the country that should render this increase less | 
necessary ? Why, sir, itis predicated, in all these | 
reports of the heads of Departments, upon the | 
necessities of that arm of the service. They 
wanted it for the protection of our commerce, 











They wanted it to enable us to make a respectable || 


GLOBE, 


| chosen to withdraw from it, and not only 
_ to withdraw from it, but to seize the public prop- 


| is not needed this? 
| Senator? 
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appearance in the eyes of the world. That has 
een the reason assigned, and that has been the 


_ reason urged here, year after year, by the repre- 


sentative of the Committee on Naval Affairs, who 
was from one of these very seceding States. It 
has been his argument—we having nothing of the 
kind which could be called a naval force in reality; 
and it was recommended by your authority, by 
men whom you placed in office, and whom you 
profess to follow, to intrease this force from the 
absolute necessity of the case; and now that it 
happens to be brought forward again at this pres- 
ent time, under these circumstances, for the fourth 
time from this same source, the appeal is made to 
us, why is this recommended, and why do we on 
this side of the Chamber support this proposi- 
tion? Why, sir, the thing is remarkable. Has 
the Senator forgotten these facts? 

Then, sir, | suppose I am bound to look at it 
in another light. Tt these things are so, the argu- 
ment of the Senator is predicated upon the idea 
that something has occurred to render it less ne- 
cessary than it was last year, or the year before, 
of the year before that. He is opposed to it now, 
because it is not necessary, although the Admin- 
istration say so. Why is it less necessary? Be- 
cause six or seven States of this Union have 
chosen 


erty—in substance to declare war against the Uni- 
ted States—to take possessio®& of the public fortifi- 
cations of thiscountry, to seize the custom-houses, 
to seize the mints, to do what, if it took place be- 
tween individuals, would be characterized by any 


| name but a respectable one, especially in the case 


of New Orleans; all these things have taken place, 
and do they render the increase of the naval force 
of the United States of America less necessary in 
any point? Is ourcommerce safer? Is the pub- 
lic property in a better condition? Argewe so 
much better off in consequence of having five or 
six States withdraw, and our fortifications seized, 
our mints seized, our custom-houses seized—are 
we in so much better condition, that what was 
needed last year as an increase of the naval force 
Is this the argument of the 


Why, the Senator will permit me to ask him, 
respectfully, whom he represents here? Is hea 
Senator of the United States of America, that he 
makes an argument of that character? Does he 


stand up here in his place and say, ‘*1, as a Sen- 
| ator of the United States, and member of this 
| great body, bound to advise for the good of the 
| country, the good of the Government, say that, in 
| consequence of all that has taken place, the force 


of the Government must be diminished ?’’ Not- 
withstanding the surveys that have taken place 
within the last year show that a portion of the 
vessels are unfit for service, and therefore you need 
more, yet, in consequence of the fact that we have 
several States of this Confederacy in revolt, if you 
please to call it so—in consequence of the fact that 
they have seized the public property—in conse- 
uence of the fact that they have avowed through 
their public journals that they will declare war 
against the United States in a certain contingency ; 
therefore, says the Senator, as a Senator of the 
United States [ object even to the force which was 
necessary last year! It strikes me that is a sin- 
— line of argument for a Senator of the United 
tates to pursue. 

I confess, Mr. President, that, in the view which 

I take of these matters, the course which has been 
adopted by some gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber has seemed to me very astonishing. 
With the honorable Senator from Mississippi, 
{Mr. Davis,} who left this Chamber some days 
since, I recognize the fact that, while I am here 
as a member of the Senate of the United States, I 
am bound to discharge my duties as a Senator of 
the United States, without reference to what may 
be passing outside of this Chamber. So long as 
I stay here, receiving the money of the Govern- 
ment, end sworn to support the Government, I 
look out to the best of my ability for the interests 
and the welfare of the Government. If I can no 
longer do that, I will leave my place here and 
return to my State, and say, I am at its service, 
Now, sir, how do we, who remain here, we whose 
States have not seceded, or offered to secede, stand 
as Senators at the present time? We look upon 
these occurrences, remarkable as they are, taking 
place outside of this Chamber; and we are bound 





ya 


Me 
ve 


* 


ohn 


SF 
? 

4 

¢ 

+ 

: 

7 

a 

t 





852 








to deai with them as antagonisms, for they are || going further, and furnishing all these States with 
‘| postal facilities every day; they are receiving all | 
| the benefits of it, we paying the money; and my | 
| friend’s bill covers that also. 
and the Constitution of the United States, which | 


antagonisms; we are bound to look upon them as 
opposing the interests and the welfare of the Gov- 
ernment under which we live, the United States, 


we have sworn to support, That is the point of 
view in which we must look at them. Can gentle- 
menu, therefore, say to themselves and to the coun- 


try, ** I, standing here as a member of this Gov- | 
ernment, must look out and keep my-eyes open | 
to see, not thatthis Government has the advantage | 


of my counsels, but that those outside of it, who 


are waging war against it, have the benefit of my | 


counsels and my aid ?’’ 


Why, sir, take into consideration, in connec- 


tion with this question, the bill which was offered 
by my friend from Vermont. What was it? Sim- 


ply a bill to provide that where the revenue can- | 


not be collected, at a particular place, or a partic- 
ular point, that place shall cease to be recognized 


as one where revenue shall be, or can be, legally | 


collected under the Government. Is notthis what 


we owe to foreigners? Take the port of Charles- | 


ton, asan illustration. Whatare they doing there? 
Is our revenue collected there? Is the revenue of 
the United States any longer collected there? Do 
they recognize our officers? Do they in any way 
say or admit that we have the slightest particle of 
rightin that place ? aoe the proposition which 


is made, that the P@&sident, under such circum- | 
stances, shall have power to put an end to the | 


existence of that port as ours, is characterized as 
an unfriendly act, one designed to coerce a State; 
one designed, in fact, to bring the force of the 
United States to bear upon a portion of the coun- 
try which declares it is no longer under its juris- 
diction! 
we not owe it to the foreign Governments them- 
selves, that we shall either enforce our own laws 


in those ports, or else declare that they are no | 


longer ports that foreign vessels are to enter? 
Mr. MASON. 
allow me to answer him? 
Mr. FESSENDEN, Certainly. 
Mr. MASON. Clearly, if they will avow, in 


the bill, the reason for it: that the State of South | 
Carolina is no longer a member of the Confeder- | 


acy, but beyond the jurisdiction of the United 
States. Let them avow that which they have 
sedulously refrained from avowing. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Whatdifference does that | 


make in pointoflaw? The Senator is a lawyer. 
Who puts the reason for a statute on the statute- 
book? Who thinks, when he draws a bill, of giv- 


ing in the bill the cause why he draws it? No | 


legislator, It is not necessary that we should 
avow the fact. We simply declare, as proposed 
by the honorable Senator’s bill, this: that there 
my be cases, and there are cases, in which it has 
become difficult for the United Stites to collect its 
revenue in particular places by the ordinary course 
of proceeding; and we give to the President the 


power to say that there shal] no longer be an at- | 
terapt to collect revenue there, for it shall cease to | 
be a port where vessels can legally enter under the | 
authority of the United States — Is not this right || 
So long as we do not do this, if |! 
a foreign’ vessel enters, and we have no power tq 


in point of fact? 


collect our own revenue, no power to enforce our 
own laws, we cannot complain if it pays obedi- 
ence to precisely such laws as it finds there, and 
obeys such officers as it meets, So long as the 


law stands as it does now, and we admit in point | 
of fact that we have not power to enforce our own | 


laws, a foreign vessel is right in paying obedience 
to such regulations as it finds in the port to which 


it goes, so long as it continues a port of wad fe but | 
when we declare that itis no longer a port of entry | 
of the United States, and give notice to that effect, | 


then comes the time when, if foreign vessels un- 
dertake to consider it a port of the United States, 
they become amenable to our laws in reference to 
those subjects. 

Sur, it was with reference to this fact, and this 
fact alone, that that bill was proposed, that these 
people there are availing themselves of all the ad- 
vantages of being a port of the United States, col- 
lecting revenue and putting it in their own pock- 
ets, while they are, in fact, nobody, either in the 
eyes of the United States or the world, That is 
the simple fact about it. We are not only allow- 
ing chem to consider themselves a part of the Uni- 
{ 


States, aperegars revenue, in point of fact, | 
o their own pockets; but we are | 


vod putting it int 


I would ask the honorable Senator, do | 


Will the honorable Senator | 
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The honorable Senator says this will not do; 
| do one thing or another; declare war againstthem, 


| if you please, or else declare that they are no lon- 


| ger a part of the United States. Sir, J do not 
choose to do either in the present state of affairs. 

J} propose simply to do that which is necessary 
for our own protection and our own advantage. 

I repeat, I am acting, as yet, as a Senator of the 
United States. I am legislating for the United 
States, and not for South Carolina, or for any se- 
ceded State; and as long as I sit here, as I said 

before, I take it that is my duty. What, then, 
does the United States want to do? It wishes to 
collect its own revenue, and it wishes for force 
_ enough, if force is necessary, to accomplish that 
purpose. Iam not at all frightened by the term 
**force,’’? and this talk about the coercion of a 
| State. The time may come when it will be ne- 


Senator, to speak plainly. 


distinctly, if the time ever does come, in my judg- 
ment—lI speak for one—when it will be necessary 
to use force in order to execute the laws of the 
United States under the Constitution anywhere 
and everywhere within what is properly the Uni- 
ted States, lam perfectly ready to do it; but I 
trust we shall have no such necessity. 

The measure of my friend from Vermont isa 
measure of peace. he proposition to construct 
these additional vessels is a measure of peace. I 
do not suppose anybody ever dreamed of making 
this appropriation for the purpose of having col- 
lisions with these seceding States. Ido not be- 
lieve—I have never believed—that any collision 
will be necessary, except in a certain event. But 
it may be that it will come; it may be that war 
will come; it may be that these difficulties are to 
grow vastly greater than they are now. When 


| that time comes, I trust we shall be ready to meet 


| all our responsibilities like men. We need not 
be told about it, however, in advance. 

But the question now is simply this: what is 
| necessary for us to do with reference to the inter- 





| ests of this country as connected with its naval 


| force? Thatisall. Is this matter itself such as 
| has been recommended to us more than once; 
such as recommends itself to us on its own mer- 
| its; such as we are bound to provide for according 
| to our own sense of duty under the Constitution 
and the law, even if we borrow money; and I take 
it the time has not yet come when we cannot bor- 
row money? I am ready to vote it; and although 
the Senator standing here will not vote it, because 
it may be that it will give additional force to the 
Government which he represents here, I say to 
him, that is no objection to my mind. I am per- 
fectly willing it should have thatadditional force, 
if needed, especially when I am so well defended 
by the recommendation of a Democratic Presi- 
dent, year after year, aided and supported by a 
Democratic Senate. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator was a little discursive in his reply; but he 
has enlightened us, or enlightened me, certainly, 


to the condition of things in the seceding States. 
It enlighteved me that far, at least. 


go into decay, as it is now getting, without in- 
navy-yards, fortifications, and public property, 
and mints, &c., have been seize 


pie to know the pie when it is before you. I take 


increase the naval armament, because of the con- 
dition of things im the States that have seceded. I 
take 1t as his admission 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have admitted no such 
thing. You can take it as you like. 





existing condition of things in those States. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The honorable Senator 
will excuse me. I said that that was no argu- 
ment for diminishing the necessary force. 

Mr. MASON, Well, sir, let the country pass 
upon it. Ifthe honorable Senator undertakes to 
ask me whom I represent, | will notask the hon- 


| in the spirit of 
-alty. I will do fiothing that will stand in the wa 


| not vote to increase the armament for that 
| pose. 





| erate more beneficia 
upon this point: that the pressing necessity for | 
the increase of the naval force has some reference || 


|, never before 
He says: is | 
there Rwopricty in our allowing our naval force to || 


creasing it, in view of the fact that the arsenals, | 


in those States? | 
Sir, it is not necessary to spell the word apple- | 


| inant power in the Government, decline to fix an 
the Senator on his own ground: there is a view to | 


Mr. MASON. He has had a reference to the | 
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orable Senator that question. I have that respect 
for him which he is entitled to, for his POSition 

his mind, his intellect, and his self-propriety. He 
is to determine for himself what he represents and 
whom; I for myself. I will tell him who I repre- 
sent: the sovereign State of Virginia, to whom | 
am alone amenable for what I may do or say 
here. 

The honorable Senator referred to a remark that 
fell from the distinguished Senator from the State 
of Mississippi lately here, which I heard, and 
heard with equal approbation, that he intended 
loyally to contribute his mite or his devotion to 
the administration of this Government while he 
continued to be a member of it. I respond to it 
man of honor and a man of loy- 





of the full, complete administration of this Goy- 


ernment as long as I remain one of the partici- 


ants in its administration; but I will do this: jr 
have reason to believe that the Government in 


| which I participate to administer, is initiating g 
cessary for us, to use the language of the honorable || ( 
I am ready to speak | 
plainly now upon that subject; and 1 say most | 


policy that will lead to civil war; that will lead to 
an unnecessary war; that will minister to the pas- 
sions of bad men in going into that war, I will 
, ; : pur- 
I will notrefrain from voting a dollar; on 
the contrary, I would strain the public credit, as 


|Lhave done by voting for the loan bills, to sup- 
| ply all the eer means to carry on the ordi- 
1 


nary functions of this Government; but when | 
have reason to believe that it is attempted to incur 
extraordinary expenditures, under present cir- 
cumstances, when those who administer the Govy- 
ernment now would refrain from them, and when 
I have reason to believe, confirmed by what fel! 


from the honorable Senator from Maine, that the 
| purpose is to strengthen the arm of the Govern- 


ment, with a view to a prospect such as I have 
indicated, 1 am doing my duty, as a Senator of 


| the United States, in doing what I can to prevent 


it. That is my idea of the duty of a Senator. 
The honorable Senator has not favored us with 


his views of the propriety of incurring this large 


| expenditure for an increase of the Navy, in the 


resent decrepit condition of the public credit. 
Te has contented himself by saying it was the 
recommendation of a Democratic Administration. 
Suppose it was: does that make it any better or 
any worse, when we come to test its real object? 
1 know there has been a recommendation—not, | 


| think, of a Democratic Administration alone, but 
_ of former Administrations for a series of years— 
| to increase the Navy asa great measure of public 


policy ; to increase it by keeping some proportion- 
ate ratio with the increase of the naval Powers 
of Europe, of France and England; to increase 
it from the necessity of adding to our Navy be- 
cause of the change, in that arm of the public ser- 
vice, from sailing to steam vessels. I do not know 


| that I ever went against that policy within reason- 
able limits. Although I come from a section of 


the country that has no commerce, yet I have 
participated as a Senator of the United States in 
the duty incumbent upon us all to protect the 
commerce of the country; and I have never re- 
frained from lending my aid to any of those meas- 
ures of public policy, although they were to op- 
ly upon other sections of the 

country than that to which I belong. 
But at the present time, in a juncture of affairs 
nown or anticipated in this coun- 
try; when the Government is dismembered; when 
a large portion of the territory and of the wealth 
and resources of the country has been lopped off, 
and the process of disintegration is going on, to stop 
we know not where; when that has had the neces- 
sary effect of destroying the public credit; when 
Senators, who are very soon to become the dom- 


established course of policy; when they will not 


_ say whether they will go to war or not; but shadow 
' itout darkly, as the honorable Senator from Main 


has done, by declaring that a state of things may 
arise to make it necessary; for one, sir, as & Con” 
stituent part of the public power, I will not oo 
a dollar to increase the Army or the Navy unt 

there is a settled policy, an established and un- 
derstood policy, modeled upon the new state 0 

things. I want to know the policy of this Gov- 
ernment, whether they are to go to war with the 
seceding States, or not; whether they are to allow 
them peacefully to withdraw upon terms to be set- 


| tled by negotiation, or whether we are to remain 
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here until the 4th of March, with these purposes 
only darkly shadowed forth, as was done by the 
honorable Senator from New York (Mr. Sewarp} 
a few days ago, on presenting a petition, and as 
has been done by the Senator from Maine, that 

















A man has a right to talk as he pleases. He can- 


not talk treason in this country; he must act it; || 


|| but, Mr. President, when he acts it, in my judg- 


there may be a state of things when it may be | 


necessary to coerce. . 
The Senator has told us he has no fastidious- 
ness on the subject, no objection to expressing 


his opinion that there may be a state of things 


when it may be necessary even to coerce a State. | 


We have that policy in that mode shadowed out, 
but not avowed. Now, it is time to establish a 


policy, and let us know what is to bedone. I de- || 


sire,as a Senator of the United States, that I may 


know how to shape my course in relation to other | 
measures of public policy; but until it is done, 


until we know whether a civil war is to be waged 
or not because of secession, I will never vote a 


dollar to increase the military arm of this Govern- | 


nent. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. [**Oh! no.’’] 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 13, noes 27. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I believe this meas- 
ure of increasing the Navy has been recommended 
to us every year since I have been in the Senate; 
and I think the same number of vessels have been 
recommended. (** Larger.”’] There may have 
been moreatothertimes. I have uniformly voted 
against the proposition to increase the Navy, be- 
cause I have not believed there was any necessity 


for it; but treason is abroad in this land, and I 
believe there is an occasion and a necessity for 


the increase of the armament and power of the 
country. 

Mr. POLK. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will suggest to him that he is under a mistake; he 
did vote for it at the last session. 

Mr. KING. [think not. My opinion would 
be that I did not. Possibly I may have done so 
at the last session. I have voted. against it re- 
peatedly; and but for the condition of things which 


exists in the country now, | would not vote for it || 


at the present time. I will vote for it now, how- 
ever, to put the country in a condition to defend 


itself against its enemies, whether they be domes- | 


tic or foreign enemies. 
Mr. President, thisGovernment cannot be peace- 
ably destroyed, or overthrown, or divided. 


selves would come here, if their representatives 


could prove recreant in their defense of it. It is | 


well that it should be understood that the people 
of this country will never give their consent toa 
peaceable destruction and dissolution of it. They 
would be recreant to all the high duties which 
men owe to their Maker and their country, to 
their race, to themselves, and the high trust which 
the ancestry who acquired the country have be- 
queathed to them, if they could entertain a thought 
of its destruction. Sir, I do not believe it can be 
destroyed. I would use forbearance, patience; I 


would extend every degree of kindness, and make | 


every effort for conciliation with these people; but 
to adn their right to divide the country, to take 
a State out of the Union, or to destroy it; and, 
last of all, that they should peaceably have the 
right to break it up, I should never agree to. 

{ do not know what these gentlemen consider 
peace. They have armed themselves by means 
which are well known to the whole country. 
They have illegally taken the arms belonging to 
this Government from our arsenals. Cabinet offi- 
cers and members of the Senate have been in com- 
piicity in this treason. A foul and infamous plot, 

have no doubt, has existed to destroy this Gov- 
ernment. Providence, rather than the skill or 
attention of the people, has arrested it; and some 
of the men connected with it have been driven 
from the Cabinet in disgrace. I believe indict- 
ments have been found in this District against one 
of them for embezzlement, petty larceny, grand 
larceny, or any other infamous offense thata man 
might commit, in addition to his treason. 

There are gentlemen here who are opposed to 
this appropriation. There were membersof Con- 
gress found in the war of 1812 who voted against 
Supplies tothe Government to defend itself against 





Be- | 


fore that should be done, the sovereigns them- | 





its enemies. It is not surprising that there should | 


¢ some such men found in Congress at any time. 








|| the efficiency of the Navy,’ approved 


ment, he should take the fate of a traitor; and he 


i 
i 
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| United States Navy, and that the properaccounting 
officers of the Treasury be directed to pay her the 
amount her husband was receiving at the time be 
| was placed on the reserved list, on furlough pay, 
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should not seek to escape it by contending thathe || to the date of his death, deducting therefrom what- 


can do it peacefully against his country. 


I cannot perceive the notion of honor that a | 
man can have who can conceive that he can steal || 
| into a house, partly his own, and clandestinely 


and furtively rob it of its strength and means of || mouth, New Hampshire, was, 


ever amount he may have received in the mean 
time on account of pay. 


It appears from the report that Captain Smoot, 


|| while in command of the ao at Ports- 
) 


y the operation 


defense, and then assail it, and claim that he may || of the act entitled “ An act to promote the effi- 
have the right to do so, and that they shall not || ciency ofthe Navy,” approved February 28, 1855, 
pursue him with force to punish him for the crime i placed on the reserved list on furlough pay. Feel- 


he has committed. 


I tell these gentlemen, in my |; ing himself aggrieved by the action of the retiring 


judgment, this treason must come to an end— || beard, he memorialized Congress for relief; but 
peacefully, I hope; but never, in my judgment, || in view of the subsequent act passed January, 


people of this country to traitors—never. I desire | 


peace; but I would amply provide means for the || preliminary steps toavail himself of its provision: 


defense of the country by war, if necessary. 


ment should have been exhausted; but from the | 
language thrown out to-day, I can hold still no | 
longer, and intend to express my sentiments at | 
To do so, however, I ought to ask the | 


length. 

Senate to indulge me until to-morrow morning. I 

shall therefore move to adjourn. [**Oh! no.”’] 
The motion was not agreed to; there being on 


| a division—ayes 19, noes 25. 


Mr. GREEN. Well, Mr. President, it is al- 
most five o’clock, and the Senate has refused to 
me that ordinary courtesy which I have ever 
extended to every member of this body. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I 
desire to ask him whether there is any particu- 
lar necessity for him to submit his views upon 
this bill? 

Mr. GREEN. There is, owing to the debate 
thathas sprung up. I had intended to postpone it; 
and have refrained the whole session, and made 
no speech during the whole session on the subject. 

Mr. HALE. Then I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 


| adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, February 11, 1861. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srockron. 
The Journal of Saturday last wasread and ap- 
proved. 
LETTER FROM THE SECRETARY OF WAR. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, inclosing 
for the information of the House of Representa- 
tives, the geport of the chief of ordnance, com- 
municating certain objections to a bill now pend- 
ing before that body, providing for the removal 
of the United States arsenal at St. Louis; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ANN E. SMOOT. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House for leave to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar from the further consideration of House 
bill No. 734, for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. Smoot, 
widow of the late Captain Joseph Smoot, of the 
United States Navy, in order that it may be puton 
its passage. lt is for the relief of the widow ofa 
distinguished naval officer of the State of Mary- 
land, and was unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
disposition to interfere with my friend’s bill 





Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Then do- not || 


object to it [(Laughter.]} 
r. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


| peacefully by the ignominious submission of the || 1857, providing for courts of inquiry, he determ- 


ined toavail hiniself of its provisions, and took the 


|| and employed counsel to conduct his case before 

Mr.GREEN. From the beginning of this ses- | 
sion I have desired to avoid all discussion touch- || to carry his purposes into full effect, he departed 
ing these questions until every means of adjust- | 





1 have no | 


| 





But there is || 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


| 








a private bill now pending before the House. I || 


do not object. 
There was no objection; and the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar was 


bill. 
The bill provides that the benefit of the sixth 
section of ** An act to amend the act to 


| 
j 
i} 
| 


discharged from the further consideration of the || 


promote | 
anuary || 


he greatest and widest latitude of freedom of || 16, 1859, be extended to Mrs. Ann E. Smoot, | 
widow of the late Captain Joseph Smoot, of the || 


opinion exists and should exist in this country. 


} 


such court; but, unfortunately, before he was able 


this life, just anterior to the organization of the 
court. A keen sense of the assumed injustice 
done him by the retiring board preyed upon the 
spirits of Captain Smoot, and is believed to have 
hastened the period of his death; and his widow, 
who deeply shares in the reproach thus, as she 
believes, unjustly cast upon his memory, prays 
an acknowledgment upon the part of Congress of 
his long and gallant services, and prays that the 
benefits of the sixth section of an act entitled 
** An act to promote the efficiency of the Navy,”’ 
approved January 16, 1857, may be extended to 
his case; and an act be passed directing the pay- 
ment to her of the amount her said husband was 


receiving at the time he was so placed upon the 


| reserved list on furlough pay, to the time of his 


death, deducting therefrom whatever sums he may 
have received in the mean time upon account of 

ay. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which he bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SWANSON’S LANDING. 

Mr. HAMILTON, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill to establish a part of entry at 
Swa@nson’s Landing, on the waters of Red river, 
in the State of Texas; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


CALL OF STATES FOR BILLS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER. The business now in order 
is the call of States for bills and resolutions for 
reference. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
comes of my private bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It is the first business in 
order after the morning hour. 


CRITTENDEN RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. 
following resolution: 
Resolved, (the two Houses of Congress concurring,) 


What be- 


I introduce the 


| That the Legislatures of the several States of the United 


States be requested promptly to pass such laws as are re- 
quisite to authorize the holding of special elections, to ena- 
bie the whole people to vote for or against the proposition 
known as the Crittenden amendment; and that their decis- 
ion shall be taken as a basis of settlement for all difficul- 
ties now seriously threatening our national unity. 


Mr. ELIOT. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right 
to introduce his joint resolution, 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, moved that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

SOUTHERN CONFEDERACY. 


Mr. CRAIGEy of North Carolina. 
the following resolution: 


Whereas, the States of South Carolina, Florida, Ala 
bama , Georgia, Mississippi, and Louisiana have seceded 
from the Confederaey of the United States, an’ have es 
tablished a Government under the name of “the Confed 
eracy of the United States South ;’? and whereas it i« 
desirable thatthe most amicable relations should exirt 
between the two Governments, and war should be avoided 
as the greatest calamity which can befall them— 


I submit 
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Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of | they have been compelled to write to the P. 


the United States of America in Congress assembled, That | 


the President of the United States be, and is hereby, re- 
quired to acknowledge the independence of said govern- 


ment for the purpose of amicably adjusting the matters in 
dispute with said Government. 


Mr. CRAIGE, of NorthCarolina. I hope that 
the resolution will be permitted to pass, as I doubt 
not itis the wish of all of us that peace shall be 
preserved. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object; and move 


that it be referred to the Committee on Patents. | 
[Laughter. 


Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I move | 


that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Affairs. 


The question was taken; and the joint resolu- 


tions, he forwards them wit 





tion was referred to the Committee on Foreign | 


Affairs. 
JEFFERSON TERRITORY. 


Mr. DAILEY, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented joint resolutions of Nebraska Territory, 
asking for the organization of the Territory of Jef- 
ferson; which were referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

INDIAN BONDS. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, by unanimous con- | 
sent, submitted the following resolution; which | 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the select committee gaised to inquire | 
into the facts in regard to the abstraction of certain bonds | 


from the Interior Department have leave to report to-mor- 
row, the 12th instant, at one o’clock. 
* 


} 
SUFFERERS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. CASE. I ask leave to report from the | 
Committee on Territories a bill for the relief of the 
sufferers by drought and famine in Kansas; and 
I hope that it will be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union 

Mr. BURNETT objected. 

Mr. CASE. If I can get the floor, after the | 
morning hour, I give notice that I will move to | 
suspend the rules, that the bill may be introduced. 


A. T. SPENCER & CO. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iask the unanimous 


consent of the House for leave to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar from the further consideration of Senate 
bill, No. 221, for the relief of A. T. Spencer and 
Gurdon S. Hubbard, in order that it may bé put 
on its passage. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will seek another 
opportunity to get the bill up, in order thatit may | 
be put on its passage. 


NEW ORLEANS MINT. 


Mr. McCLERNAND introduced the following | 
resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed | 
to: 

Whereas it is reported that near a miilion dollars, con- 
sisting of the money of the United States and of individual 
deposits, was lately in the custody of the superintendent 
of the mint of the United States at the city of New Or- 
leans ; and whereas it is also reported that that officer has 
refused to pay adraft of the United States out of their own 
money in his custody, and has appropriated the whole of 
the contents of said mint to the use of the revolutionary 
authorities in the State of Louisiana, and has put the Uni- 
ted States at defiance ; and whereas it is also reported that 
the same revolutionary authorities have seized the custom- 
house of the United States at said city: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
spectfully requested to communicate to this House, at an 
early day, if, in his judgment, not incompatible with the 
public interests, the facts in relation to the aforesaid mat- 
ters, and what, if any, steps he has taken, or contemplates, 
to recover possession of said treasure and property. 


PATENT OFFICE REGULATIONS. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, offered the following 
resolution, and asked that it be referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, 'That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to include in the printed report of the Patent Office the 
forms, rules, and regulations of that office necessary to be 
observed in applying for patents. 

Mr. BURNETT. I donot think that that res- 
olution goes to the Committee on Printing, because 
1 think it changes existing laws. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Llinois. I will state to the 
House the object of the resolution. I presume 
there is not a member of this House who has not | 
frequently been called upon for the forms neces- | 
sary to be observed in applying for patents, and | 











| cultural and mechanical parts of the Patent Office 
ment as soon as he is informed officially of its establish- | 
ment; and that he receive such envoy, embassador, or || 


. | newhborhood, because those books are distrib- 
commissioner as may orshall be appointed by said govern- | € Z ; 


report, they can always be obtained in every 


uted everywhere. As a matter of convenience, 
these regulations should be printed as indicated 
by the resolution. 

Mr. PHELPS. Is not the gentlenian from IIli- 
nois aware that whenever the Commissioner of 
| Patents is applied to for a copy of those regula- 

out any extra ex- 


pense? 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Thatis very true. 
Mr. PHELPS. Why, then, print them? 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. If these forms were 
to be found in the Patent Office reports, which 
are scattered everywhere through the country, 
they could easily be obtained by all persons who 
desire them, without being exgupailia to apply to 
anybody. Sometimes persons, at great inconve- 
nience, are obliged to go ten, fifteen, or twenty 
miles, to see somebody who is familiar with the 
business of the Patent Office. I have received 
various letters upon this subject, and have received 
numerous applications for these forms; and it does 
| seem to me that, inasmuch as the cost will be 
small, and the value of the reports will not be 
diminished thereby, these forms ought to be pub- 
| lished in the back part of the book. 
| Mr. PHELPS. As the matter of printing a 
document is not before the House, I move that 
‘the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
| Printing. 
| It was so referred. 


UNION OF THE STATES. 
| 


| Mr. LOVEJOY presented a petition of citizens 
_of the county of Champlain, State of Illinois, 
| respectfully asking that measures be speedily taken 
Congress for the preservation of our glorious 
Union, for sustaining the honor of our national 
| flag, and for the enforcement of the laws as they 
| now are; which was ordered to be laid on the 
tavle. 





CRITTENDEN COMPROMISE. 


Mr. McCLERNAND, by unanimous consent, 
| presented the petition of certain citizens of Mar- 


|| shall eos Illinois, praying for the adoption of 
e 


| the Critten 
| on the table. 
| Mr. WOODSON, by unanimous consent, pre- 


n plan of adjustment; which was laid 


sented the memorial of citizens of Missouri, pray- 
ing for the adoption of the Crittenden compro- 
mise; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, by unanimous con- 
sent, presented the petition of sundry citizens of 
| Jackson and Randolph counties, Missouri, ask- 
| ing for the adoption of the Crittenden compro- 

mise; which was laid upon the table.» 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. STANTON, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported a bill to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act 
making appropriations for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the year ending 30th June, 
1847,”’ approved August 8, 1846; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PORT OF ENTRY——-NIAGARA. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill to be entitled * An act for 
the removal of the port of entry of the collection 
district of Niagara, in the State of New York, 
from Lewiston to Niagara Suspension Bridge, in 
the same district, and for other purposes;”’ which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


WITHDRAWAL OF STATES. 


Mr. FERRY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so amending the 
Constitution of the United States as expressly to forbid the 
withdrawal of any State from the Union without the con- 
sent of two thirds of both Houses of Congress, the approval 
of the President, and the consent of all the States ; to re- 
port by joint resolution proposing such amendment, or other- 
wise 





Mr. WINSLOW objected; and the resolution 
was not received. 
GENERAL HARNEY 


Mr. SCOTT offered the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War is requested to fur- 


atent | nish the House of Representatives with a copy of the offi- 
Office for them. If they are printed with the agri- | cial letter of George Ihrie, late first lieutena 





February 1] 


’ 





a 





! ‘ ! nt oft 
|| regiment United States artillery, now on file in the Wat 


Department, in reply to Genera! Harney’s official letter of 
| 9th December, 1859, relating to the affairs of the military 
department of Oregon. ary 


OREGON WAR DEBT. 


| Mr. STOUT, by unanimous consent, presented 
the memorial of citizens of Oregon, praying for 


the passage of a law to provide for the : 
of the Oregon war debt. payment 


| GEORGE L. JOHNSON. 





Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to direct the surveyor general of Washington Territory to 
ascertain the amount of damages suffered by George | 
| Johnson, in consequence of the occupation of his Jang in 


7 , Jand i 
that ‘Territory by the War Department, and report the soaks 


to this House with all the testimony upon the subject, 
ARTHUR EDWARDS. 


Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consent, jp. 
troduced a joint resolution to repeal the joint r s- 
| olution, approved June 22, 1860, for the relief of 
Arthur Edwards and his associates; which was 
_ referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads. 


ADJUSTMENT OF DIFFICULTIES. 


} 

| 
|| Mr. EDWARDS, by unanimous consent, pre- 
|, sented the memorial of certain citizens of New 
|| Hampshire, praying that the present difficulties 
| may be adjusted; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. BURCH, by unanimous consent, intro- 

duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instructed 
to report upon the propositions now before said committee 
for a territorial government, or to extend the eastern bound 


| ary of California over western Utah, known as “ Nevada 
Territory.” . 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 





WITHDRAWAL OF STATES. 


_Mr. FERRY introduced the following resolu- 
tion: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so amending the 
Constitution of the United States as expressly to forbid 
the withdrawal of any State from the Union without the 

consent of two thirds of both Houses of Congress, the ap- 
| proval of the President, and the consent of all the States; 
to report by joint resolution proposing such amendment, or 
otherwise. 


Mr. BURNETT expressing a desire to debate 
| the resolution, it was laid over under under the 
rule. 





EMANCIPATION OF SLAVES. 
Mr. McKEAN introduced the following reso- 


lution: 


Whereas the * Gulf States” have assumed to secede from 
the Union, and “it is deemed important to prevent the 
“border slave States”? from following their example; and 
whereas it is believed that those who are inflexibly opposed 
to any measure of compromise or concession that involves, 
or nay involve, a sacrifice of principle or the extension of 
slavery, would nevertheless cheerfully concur in any law- 
ful measure for the emancipation of the slaves: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the select committee of five bejpstructed 
to inquire whether, by the consent of the provi of the 
State governments, or by compensating the slaveholders., it 
be practicable for the General Government to procure the 
emancipation of the slaves in some, or all, of the “border 
States ;” and if so, to report a bill for that purpose. 


Mr BURNETT indicating a desire to discuss 
the resolution, it was laid on the table under the 
rule. 





WASHINGTON’S BIRTHDAY. 


Mr. SICKLES introduced the following reso- 
lution; and called the previous question upon the 
same: 


Whereas it has become expedient to revive that “spirit 
of amity and that mutual deference and concession” which, 
in the formation of our Government, overcame all the ob- 
stacles arising out of the “difference among the several 
States as to their situation, extent, habits, and political in- 
terests,’’ and established our Union upon the sure founda- 
eee of fraternal affection and the common welfare : There- 
‘ore 

Resolved, That it be earnestly recommended to the peop!’ 
ofthe United States to celebrate the 22d day of February, 'n- 
stant, asa national maar iv commemoration of the _— 
the exalted character, the incomparable public services, ane 
the fer of George Washington, the first President © 
the United States ; that the Speaker be requested to invite 
Hon. Edward Everett to deliver an oration on that day i" 
the Hall of the House of Representatives ; and furthermor’, 
that the Speaker do order and direct suitable arrangements 
to be made for the occasion. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I propose to 
debate that resolution. ' 
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| offered these resolutions allow me to ask hima 

—— [Loud cries of ** No!" ** No!” from 

the Republican side.] His resolutions contain a 
manifest falsehood. The House cannot deliber- 
ately vote an untruth. [Shouts of “ Order!’’] May 
I be permitted to ask the gentleman who offered 
the resolution a question for information? (Cries 
of * No!” ** No!” and “Call the roll!) Lask 
him this question, if Mr. Lincoln, the President 
elect, has not declared that the Government can- 
| not exist permanently one half slave and one half 
free? and if that does not indicate a settled pur- 
pose on the part of his supporters to interfere with 
the institution of slavery in ihe southern States? 
[Shouts of *‘ Order!”] Lam obliged to the gentle- 
men ae for the patience and courtesy with 
which they have heard me. [Laughtev.] 

The question was taken; and ii was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 116, nays 4; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charlies F. Adams, Green Adams, Al 
drich, Allen, William C. Anderson, Babbitt, Blair, Blake, 
|, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Butlinton, Burlingame, 
Burnham, Butterfield,Campbell, Carey, Carter,Case, Clem 
| ens, Coburn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, Cur 
tis, Dawes, Delano, Dimmick, Duell, Dunn, Edwards, Ely, 
|| Etheridge, Farnsworth, Ferry, Foster, Fouke, Frank, 
French, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, Hoard, Hol- 
man, William Howard, Hurnphrey, Hutehins, Irvine, Jun- 
kin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kil- 


gz, 
gore, Killinger, Larrabee, Lee, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, 
| Marston, McClernand, McKean, MeKenty, McKnight, Me 
Pherson, Millward, Montgomery, Laban ‘'T. Moore, Moor 
head, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morric, Morse, 
Nelson, Nixon, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pottle, John 
H. Reynolds, Christopher Robinson, Seranton, Sherman, 
Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, ‘Theaker, Tompkins, Van 
| dever, Van Wyck, Verree, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Webster, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Wood- 
rutf—116. 


NAYS—Messrs. Barr, Phelps, Scott, and Woodson—4. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

During the roll-call, the following proceedings 
took place: 

Mr. WINSLOW. I ask the mover of the res- 
olution to strike out two words in it. 

Mr. BOTELER. Can we not divide the first 
resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The House is voting on the 
first resolution. 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope the whole resolutions 
will be allowed to be read again withoutany gen- 
tleman interposing. 
|| Mr. BOTELER. What I desire to know is, 

whether it 18 in order to divide the first resolu- 

tion, So as to take a separate vote in regard to the 
| purpose of the North, and the constitutional right 
| of the North ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will understand that there have been several! 
ee The House has commenced voting, 
and cannot now stop for any purpose. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I rise to ask a question. 
[Calls torvorder.] It is perfectly immaterial to me 
whether gentlemen object or not. [ intend to ex- 
press my views, (continued calls to order,] with- 
out any regard to interruptions. I rise toask a 
question of the Chair. (‘*Order!?’ “Order!’"] 

I hope that disorderly persons will be expelled 
from the Hall, or else required to deport them- 
selves like gentlemen, which they are not. { arose 
to ask the Speaker a question. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to 
ask the Chair a question. 

Mr. GROW. Not during the roll cail. 

Mr. HINDMAN. That is what I presumed. 
I hope that will be satisfactory to those indi- 
viduals who did not know it before. I ask a 
division of the question, so that we may vote 
first on the question raised by the resolution, as 
to the right of the Federal Government to inter- 
fere with slavery in the States; and, second, as to 
the purpose of the people of the non-slaveholding 
States. My object in asking that is this: that the 
resolution, while asserting a correct principle as 
to the power to interfere with slavery, asserts that 
as to the purpose of the non-slaveholding States 
which many of us believe to be untrue. It thus 
puts us in a false position, or is intended to do so. 
| TheSPEAKER. The Chair decides that afier 
|| responses have been made, no division is in order. 
The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

'| ‘The Clerk resumed the calling of the roll. 
Mr. BURNETT. Irise to make an inquiry of 
| the Chair. I understand a division of the resolu- 
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’ Ts eae ea enedeaeeeiatia So sssastgeasasadlonelaAo-sSseanyaanseeenlseaesnaenllpnanlUintenneneenisemieen a aan ae ta 
—] The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | The SPEAKER. If there is no objection to the | 
ai York has called the previous question upon the || resolution, tellers will not be ordered. | 
ued sealution. The resolution was agreed to. 
Var resoluu , ' g 
bet Mr. er r. oe Pet | COLLECTION OF REVENUE, ETC. | 
my juion, unless the gentieman Ww ’ = ™ F | 

pene sol 'g ¥ | Mr. SICKLES. I offer the following resolu- 1 

Mr. SICKLES. I will hear the amendment. tion: | 

ted The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 

York has demanded the previous question. {| to inform this House whether the duties on imports con- 

for 7 . : |} tinue to be collected in the ports of entry established by 
ent Mr. GARNETT. How did the gentleman get || law in the States of South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, || 
the floor to demand the previous question? Un- | Louisiana, and Florida; and whetherany hindrances exist || 
der the rules, if any gentleman desires to debate || to the law of entry and clearing of vessels therein. Also, | 
. . : the present condition of the light-houses, beacons, and | 

resolution, it must lie over. a +4 he Sell euktac mein teenies S$. wht 

a re Saae . . nae. i : || buoys in the said harbors and adjacent waters. Als6, what | 
ed The SPEAKER. A The Chair thinks the gen- || measures, if any, have been taken to secure the revenue | 

id- tleman from Virginia is under a misapprehension. i] vessels in the service of the Department from seizure, or | 

If a gentleman offers a resolution, and demands || Se eae cyano ee on 

-- eae . . savinine || What measures have been ¢ ed to e sec ’ 2 | 

ted the previous question upon it, and the previous || public moneys inthe hands of depositaries in the aforesaid | 
to question 1s sustained, that shuts off debate, and | States, and whether they are available to the Treasury. || 

L. he is entitled to have a vote. Thatis the practice || Also, whether the use and control of any of the marine 
a of the House; that is the rule. || ae, Sees ime Serene a een 
me wy . | with, and wh: ceedings have been adopted w eler- 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I believe I |) Cie thereto. nen tare ine 
proposed to debate that resolution before the pre- | aA oneal enteelete be e ees. 
vious question was called Sere is. Pra — | 

in- The SPEAKER. Yes,sir; the gentleman | . TPNETT . 

The SPE es, sir; but the gentleman ||“ 17,, BURNETT. I ask the gentleman from 
of trons ee Mert of ri || Wew York, while he is seeking for information, to | 
- Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Then I hope acceptan eidiideel matheting also asking for in- | 
‘as the previous question will not be seconded, so that || era ee ne | 
nd the resolution may be open for debate. Wy A ecteea lth ate teers es ie at 

. : } > reso t ead, aS ioli 8: 

Mr. BOCOCK. Iask for tellers on ordering || aie ; eres a ae i 
he . estion | Resolved, That the President of the United States fur- | 
the wae —— 7 . : | nish to this House, if not incompatible with the public ser- 

: Mr. GARNETT. | I desire to say, with the || vice, the reasons that have induced biin to assemble a large 

= leave of the gentleman from New York, that I do |} number of troops in this city, why they are kept here, and | 

Ww not object to the resolution; but I wish to insert || Whether he has any information of a conspiracy upon the | 
> , 5 . },,. || part of any portion of the citizens of this country to seize | 

es 6 Phew 9 ; par yi : ? | 

after the nage of. George Washington, the H upon the capital, and prevent the inauguration of the Pres- | 
words * the illustrious Virginian and slavehold- || ident elect. 

rO- 29 1] | 

oF. |) Mr. SICKLES. I have no objection to that 

id . ANE. (in hi ae , . Ae jec to 
pee doe ener ne (in his seat.) And |) addition to my resolution. I wantall the inform- | 

Ee ionist, | ation upon that subject 
le : ; : SE eee diet teehee abate <!! 

: Mr. SICKLES. sg PRtriot. lati iN) Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I suggest to | 

nd The SPEAKER. e original resolution wi || the gentleman from New York that, if he wishes 

ida now be read. The question will be upon secon¢: || his resolution to be adopted, he had better not 
ing the demand for the previous question. accept these propositions. 

Phe eeteon t o ost tine || _ Mr: HUGHES. I desire to offer an amend- 

u- ' The SPE! KE . or Jere tellers on a ar nS |} ment; and I ask that it be read. 

the demand for the previous question; and ap- || The Clerk commenced to read the amendment, | 
in pointed Messrs. Brices and Burnuam as tellers. |) 2, follows: 

n- ‘ ' ert & hee 7 dag : 

id Mr. ig COC > RANE. 1 wish to makea | Resolved, That the committee of five be instructed 

vic suggestion to my colleague. . meri re = ae 

= Mr. SICKLES. 1 will hear my colleague. : — arma: ene eee accept that. It 

=, Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. My suggestionis, |, '® M ag ee a Se reine ca 

or in order to strengthen the resolution, which I || ws meovee 9 A ‘Mineh deine saneiihe , 

shall vote for in any event, that the resolution |) SUS8estion Of ANr bURNETT, gree 

ute close with the words ‘* United States,”’ and omit || STARVATION IN KANSAS. 

he that part which invites the Hon. Edward Everett || Mr. WELLS asked leave to introduce a joint 

to deliver an address. I trust that he will limit || resolution for the relief of the starving people of 
it toa recommendation that the citizens of the || Kansas. 

United States keep the 22d of February asa na- || Mr.PHELPS. Thatis notin order under this | 

- tional holiday. | call, and I object to it. 

| _Mr. SICKLES. I will accept that motlifica- || The SPEAKER. If objected to, it is not in | 

he tion; and now IL insist upon the demand for the || order, It is a joint resolution. 

nd previous question. | Mr LOVEJOY. I hope there will be no ob- 

ed Mr. HINDMAN. I suggest that, in lieu of || jection to that. 1t is recommended in the Presi- | 

ms a public address, Mr. Everett be requested to || dent’s message. 

- furnish his remarks to the New York Ledger. |} Mr. PHELPS. We have no more right to 

=. Lauchter. || yote money for the starving people of Kansas than 

5 . ‘ rs 1S Peo} 

ed Mr WHITELEY. Would it not be well to || for the starving people of lreland. 

. amend the resolution so as to ask somebody to |} SLAVERY IN THE STATES 

i sing the ‘*Star-spangled Banner.’’ [Renewed |) . eee ree . . 

ler laughter. | Mr. PALMER. I offer the resolutions which 

Mr. CL AIGE, of North Carolina. I rise toa I send to the Clerk *s desk; and upon them I 

88 question of order. I believe that, if a resolution || demand the previous question. 
he is either debated, or proposed to be debated, it | The Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 
lies over. Now, gentlemen have already engaged || eee Stee ones See serene een ie aoe 
: ’ 5 »: >, || people orgovernments i-slav ates, 2 
in debate, and therefore the resolution must lie || 4 purpose or a constitutional right to legislate upon or in- 
over. . || terfere with slavery in any of the States of the Union. 
30- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North || Resolved, That those persons in the North who do not | 
he Carolina will pardon me. I am satisfied that I \\ subscribe to the foregoing propositions are too insignificant 
; J . || in nuwbers or influence to excite the serious attention or 
irit om right under the rules. lf a gentleman demands || alarm of any portion of the people of the Republic, and that 
ch the previous question, and it is sustained, that || the increase in their numbers and influence does not keep 
~ cuts off debate, and he is entitled to have a vote. || pace with the increase of the aggregate population of the 
ral Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. That is not || Union. 

in- the point. The point I made was, that although || Mr. BRANCH. Are those resolutions before 

od the gentleman called the previous question, he || the House? ; 

permitted his colleague [Mr. Joun Cocnrane] } The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. eer: 

yple to debate the resolution, and thereby it goesover. || Mr. BRANCH. ‘hen I call for a division of 

> The resolution has actually been debated. __ || the resolutions, Cee 

oad _ The SPEAKER. The Chair did not regard it | The SPEAKER. The first question is upon 

cof in that way. || seconding the demand for the previous question. 

vite The resolution, as modified, was then read. ! The previous question was seconded; and the 

y in Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I withdraw || main question ordered. 

oe objection to the resolution as it now stands. 1 Mr. PHELPS. [I call for the yeas and nays 
Mr. BURNETT. There can be ne objection || on the first resolution. 

to to the resolution as it now stands. We generally The yeas and nays were ordered. 


i 
observe that day anyhow in this country || Mr. HINDMAN. Will the gentleman who 





tions to be called for. 


‘|| The SPEAKER. They are divided. 
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Mr. BURNETT. A division was called for, 
and the Chair divided the firstand second resolu- 


tions. We certainly hada right to a division of | 


the whole series of resolutions. Now, I would 


stultify meer by voting for this resolution. I | 


can vote that the people of the non-slaveholding 


States have no right to interfere with slavery, but | 


it would be stating what is false, to say that they 
had no purpose to interfere with slavery in the 
slave States. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. SICKLES. May | ask my colleague for 
permission to makeasuggestion? |Criesof“No!” 
**No!’”’ “Call the roll! a There is a mistake, 
and an important one, in the resolution. [Calls 
to ** Order! 4 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I! object to any interrup- 
tion of the vote. 

Mr. BOCOCK (when his name was called) said: 


I ask to be excused from voting on this resolution. 


I will not take up time to give my reasons. 

Mr. BRABSON (when his name was called) 
said: I cannot vote as to the intention of the Re- 
publicans; but L vote ‘‘ay’’ on that part of the 
resojution denying the power of the Government 
to interfere with slavery in the States. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman vote? 

Mr. BRABSON. I vote ‘Say.”’ 

Mr. BURCH (when his name was called) said: 
I desire to state 

Mr. GROW. I rise to a point of order 

The SPEAKER. No debate can be allowed 
during the roll-call. 


Mr. HINDMAN. Why should not the gen- 








tleman from California be allowed to make an | 


explanation as wellas the gentleman from Tennes- 


see, {Mr. Brasson?’] I suppose he was allowed |, 


to speak because he was known to occupy a posi- 


tion different from that of most of us on this side. | 


It is well known what his position is—that he is 
one of the submissionist party of the South. 
Mr. BRABSON. If the gentleman from Ark- 


ansas says that | ama submissionist, LI tell him | 


that he is mistaken. 
Mr. HINDMAN. lLask the gentleman if he 


is not in favor of submitting ? 


Mr. BRABSON. I will never submit to any- | 


thing that is Wwrong—never ! 


4 : . ‘ j 

Mr. BURCH. I subscribe to that portion of || 
the resolution which declares there is no power or | 
right in any of the northern States, or in the Gen- | 


eral Government to disturb, abolish, or interfere 


with slavery in the slave States. [Cries of * Or- | 


der!’’} But not being willing to vouch for the 


opinions and desires of the people of Massachu- || 
setts, or any other northern State than my own, 


I decline to vote. [Cries of ** Order !’’ } 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE (when his name 
was called) said: The resolution expresses only 


a universally conceded principle; and therefore I | 


decline to vote. 


Mr. HINDMAN. Task to be excused from | 
voting. [Cries of **Object!’’] Then, because | 


the latter part of the resolution asserts a false- 
hood, I refuse to vote. 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Leacun, of 
North Carolina, was confined to his room by in- 
disposition. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called) 
said: As I believe that to be the sentiment of a 
vote “ay.” 
press my opinion in doing that. 

Mr. MAYNARD (when his name was called) 


said: I believe in a portion of the resolution, and 


J hope that the rest of it is true. Still, gentlemen | 


trom the non-slaveholding States ought not to ex- 
pect us from the slaveholding States to vote on 
that part of the resolution, which is simply ex- 
pressive of their purpose. Nobody is more grat- 
ified than IT am at the evidence on that point given 
by the votes of the other side. I hail it as a most 
angeicious omen. I decline to vote, 

r. McCLERNAND (when his name was 
called,) said: Understanding that the word “ peo- 
ple,”’ where it first occurs in the resolution, to 
mean the whole people ofa State, and notany party 
or portion ef the people thereof; and that the word 
‘* States,’’ where it last occurs, means slaveholdi 
States; understanding this to be the meaning an 
effect of the resolution, I vote for it—protesting, 
however, at the same time, against the expression 
of any opinion, on my part, as to the purpose of 
any anti-slavery organization of the North, 





Mr. NIBLACK stated that his colleague, Mr. 


Davis, was confined to his room by indisposition. || understanding that there isa difference of Opinion 


He (Mr. N.) declined to vote. 
Mr. PHELPS (when his name wascalled) said: 


| The resolution affirms the purpose of the people | 
'| of the non-slaveholding States not to interfere with 
slavery in the States. If this be true, | am glad of |) 


it; but I cannot declare what their purpose is. The 
resolution furthermore declares the non-slavehold- 
ing States have no right to legislate concerning 
slavery. Thts proposition I deny. New York has 
the right to establish or prohibit slavery within 
her limits. 

The non-slaveholding States have the right, as 
did New York and Pennsylvania in former years, 


| to protect the property in slaves of sojourners in 


these States for a limited period of time. I can- 
not vote for a resolution denying sucha right. I 
vote in the negative, 


Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called) 


this resolution which denies to the General Gov- 


ernment, or to the people of the northern States, || 
| Mr. LEAKE. I want to know why it is tha; 
'| gentlemen upon the other side of the House are 


the right to interfere with the institution of slavery 
in the southern States. o 

But what are the purposes of the northern peo- 
ple, | am not sufficiently informed to say. I 


hope it may be true, sir, that they do not intend | 


to interfere with slavery in the southern States, 
and the: gentlemen from the North, on this floor, 
as well as the people of the North, will soon evi- 
dence that intention by adopting some measures 
of fair and honorable compromise. I respectfully 
ask to be excused from voting, sir. 

Mr. RUFFIN (when his name wascalled) said: 
Entertaining a profound contempt for all such po- 


litical trickery, and not being disposed to swal- | 


low a gilded pill, I respectfully decline to vote. 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called) said: 
As I believe the object of the Republican party 
to be the exclusion of slavery, I vote ‘* no.” 


M;. STOUT (when his name was called) said: || 


[ shall vote for the resolution, and believe it ex- 
presses the unanimous voice of my people. If it 
was not true, disunion would not only be just- 
fiable, but necessary. 

Mr. VANCE asked to be, and was, excused 
from voting. 

Mr. AVERY (when his name was called) said: 
As we were not allowed, in taking this vote, to 
separate a question of fact from the assertion of 
a political principle; and as I could not vote either 


| the one way or the other without self-stultifica- 


tion, I decline to vote. 
Mr. COX. I vote for that part of the resolu- 
tion which denies the right to interfere with sla- 


|| very in the States. [Cries of **Order!’’] As to 


the purpose of the northern people thus to inter- 
fere, I believe the hitherto controlling portion of 
the dominant portion of the North had the pur- 
pose thus to interfere, but that the majority of the 
people North have no such ow gers now. [Cries 
of **Order!’’] If they ever had, they are cured of 


it. Record my vote ‘‘ay.’’ [Shouts of ** Order!’’] 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I wish to state 
that I voted for the resolution without hearing it 


'read. Since hearing it read, however, I will with- 


draw my vote. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. My colleague, Mr. 


|| PenpLeton, whose name has just been called, has 
majority of the people of the northern States, I || 
[Cries of **Good!’’] I simply ex- |, 


been suddenly cailed home by the illness of his 
father, and has paired off with my other colleague, 
Mr. Sranron. Intending, myself, to vote for the 
Adams amendment—a practical measure—I de- 
cline to vote for this abstract resolution with a 
double meaning, 

Mr. STANTON. It is true that I paired with 
my colleague Mr. Penp.eton, but I had voted in 
the affirmative, supposing Mr. Penp.eton would 
so vote if he were here. If my colleagues on the 
other side of the House think otherwise, [ will 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. NOELL. Iam glad to see the Republican 
members of this House very generally voting for 
this proposition; and I accept it as a very strong 
indication of good feeling upon their part. Not 
feeling informed upon the subject myself, however, 
as to the intention of the North, I respectfully 
decline to vote. 

Mr. WOODSON. I desire to say that there is 
a fact stated in that resolution on which I am un- 
informed. I therefore vote “no.” 

Mr. TRAIN stated that he had paired with Mr. 
KounkeL. 
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February 11, 


| Mr. BARR. I voted for the resolution: bu: 
_ among members as to what the meaning of jt js 
I will withdraw my vote. my, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Task permission 
to say that, understanding the object of this "sé. 
olution is to express the vpinion that there jis yo 
| purpose on the part of the non-slaveholding States 
to interfere with slavery as it exists, and acep st. 
ing the unanimous vote of the gentlemen upon 
the other side of the House as an indication tha: 
their purpose is not to interfere with it, I yote 
oe 

Mr.FARNSWORTH. Understanding the res- 
olution to assert that we have no right to interfere 
with slavery where it exists in the States, I vote 
oo. 

Mr. JENKINS. Believing the fact asserted 
| in the resolution to be untrue and the principle 


) || asserted to be true, I decline to vote upon the res. 
said: Mr. Speaker, 1 fully concur in that portion of | 


olution. 
Mr. LEAKE. I rise toa personal explanation, 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I object. 


| permitted to explain, and gentlemen on this side 
| are not permitted to explain. 

The SPEAKER. he Chair is required to 
arrest debate during the roll-call, if objeciion is 
made. 

Mr. LEAKE. Well, sir; I desire to know 

then, why the rule is not applied to others. Mr, 
Speaker, I decline to vote upon this proposition, 
for the reason that it places us in the position of 
voting for a statement of fact which we know to 
be untrue, or of voting against a principle which 
we know to be true. I believe it was designed, 
by the gentleman who introduced it, to place us 
upon this side in a false position, and I decline to 
vote upon it. 
* The SPEAKER then announced that 106 gen- 
tlemen had voted for the resolution and 4 avainst 
it; and thatno quorum had voted. [Cries of * Cal} 
| the roll!”’ 

Mr. PETTIT. I rise to a question of order. 
I addressed the Chair before he had announced 
the vote, desiring to vote; and I insist that I have 
the right to vote. 

The SPEAKER. With that statement of fact, 
the gentleman has the right to vote. 

Mr. BURNETT. I rise toa question of order 
I submit that after the Chair had announced that 
106 had voted in the affirmative and 4 in the neg- 
ative, and that no quorum had voted, the gentle- 
man from Indiana has no right to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Indiana has a right to vote. 

Mr. SICKLES. The ambiguity of the reso- 
_ lution is the reason why a quorum does not vote. 
[Cries of ** Order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in 
order. The gentleman from Indiana has the right 
to vote. 

Mr. SICKLES. I hope my colleague will 
modify his resolution, so as to make his meaning 
clear, and then, I presume, there will be no diffi- 
culty about a quorum. 

r. LEAKE. I rise to a question of order. I 
submit that, after the vote has been announced, 
it is not in order to receive the vote of any gentle- 
/ man who has not voted. 
| TheSPEAKER. The Chair has already de- 
cided that the gentleman from Indiana has the 
right to vote 

Mr. LEAKE. Well, the Chair decided wrong, 
and I take an appeal from his decision. 

Mr. CURTIS. [ rise to a point of order. 

Mr. PETTIT. I rise to a question of order. 
I was upon the floor addressing the Chair forthe 
purpose of voting. The Chair had no right to 
make any announcement that should cut off my 
vote; and therefore I submit that no announce- 
ment has been made of the vote. 

Mr. LEAKE. I have taken an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. net 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that itis 
not competent for any gentleman to take an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair during the call 
of the roll; and he will not, therefore, entertain 
the appeal. He makes the decision upon his own 
responsibility, subject tothe censure of the House. 

Mr. LEAKE. ‘I ask the Speaker if he has the 
right to keep the polls open until to-morrow 
morning? 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair made the an- || The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and || question will be withdrawn by the gentleman from 
nouncement under a mistake; and he has now || the question again recurred on the adoption ofthe || New York, so that the word * purpose’’ may be 
only corrected his own mistake, as he has always || resolution. stricken out. We have already expressed ouR 
done. ||} Mr. HOARD. I move to amend by insert- | purpose. We do not ask gentlemen on the other 


Mr. McCLERNAND. [I insist that the roll- || ing the word “slaveholding”’ before the word | side to declare our purpose; and we do not intend, 


call shall be gone over again. | Statesy’’ and I demand the previous question. |, sir, that they shall tell us what we must think or 
Mr. MAYNARD. Jask if the listof names |} Mr. BURNETT. [call fora division of the |, propose, nor what we either will do or intend to 
had been read over before the announcement was | first resolution. do. 1 hope that the portion of the resolution in 
made? | Mr. BINGHAM. I propose to offeran amend- reference to the purpose of the northern people 
The SPEAKER. It had not. | ment to the amendment. may be stricken out, so that every analans in 


Mr. MAYNARD. Then, for that reason, if | Mr. BURNETT. I have the floor. I move | the House can vote for the resolution, 
for no other, no announcement could have been | that the resolution be divided, so that it will read Mr. WINSLOW. That is fair. 
made. first, that the free States have no constitutional || Mr. SHERMAN. [also move to put in the 

Mr. SPINNER. I desire to say that I was put || right to interfere with slavery within the slave || word *slaveholding,” as suggested by the gen- 
off my guard by the fact that the names had not || States; secondly, that tleman from New York, (Mr. Parmer.) 





been read over. I now desire to say that, not- Mr. HOARD. I call the gentleman to order. Mr. HOARD. I agree to that, 
withstanding the ambiguity of the resolution, I || It is not in order to debate the question while the || Mr. BINGHAM. I ask my colleague to ac- 
will vote In the affirmative. call for the previous question is pending. cept another amendment. 

Mr. PETTIT. On the understanding that the Mr. BURNETT. IL hope that I will not be in- | Ir. GROW. I want it understood, if the res- 
resolution is intended to declare that the Federal || terrupted in my statement of the division I desire. | olution of the gentleman from Ohio be received, 
Government has no right to interfere with slavery Mr. HOARD. I have called for the previous || that it shall be a substitute for all the propositions 
in the States, and that the States have no right with || question, and | insist that debate is not in order, || at present before the House. 4g) 
each other’s municipal institutions, I vote “‘ay.’’ || Mr. BURNETT. It does not matter whether || Mr. SHERMAN, That is my proposition. 

Mr FRANK. Understanding this resolution || the gentleman has called the previous question or || _ Mr. BINGHAM. [hope the resolution of the 
to refer to the present slaveholding States, when || not, because I have, under the rules, the right to First Congress of 1790, on this question, will be 
speaking of * States,’’ I vote ** ay.” | call for a division of the resolution. |, attached to the proposition of my colleague. 


Mr. PALMER. I havea single word tosay. | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- | Mr.SHERMA? ol think, myself, that the res- 
Mr. BURCH. Is it in order to debate this || tucky has the right to demand a division of the olution of the First Congress of 1790 is better 


proposition? If it is not, I object. || question. than the one now before us; but as this has been 
Mr. GROW. The gentleman himself made an || Mr. BURNETT. I do call fora division of || voted on by the House, I decline to accept any 

° j ° . ° a 
explanation out of order, and now he objects. _|| the question. I want a separate vote on that por- || modification of it beyond what I have already 


Mr.PALMER. I merely desire to modify my || tion of the resolution which declares that it is not | stated. I call for the porn question. 
resolution, if there be no objection. the purpose of the majority of the people of the || Mr. BINGHAM. I hope my amendment will 

Mr. PHELPS. I do not object to hearing the || free States to interefere with slavery in the slave || not be cut off by a call for the previous question. 
statement of the gentleman; but I object to any || States. I do not want to vote on that. I have no Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I hope the gentle- 
modification of the resolution after the House has || doubt, sir, that the majority of the people of the || men on the other side will not differ as to their 
voted onit. \| North, as evinced by he men they electand send || purposes. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, to obviate the || here, and especially by the election in November Mr. SHERMAN. Itis to be hoped that gen- 
verbal criticism of gentlemen, I will, if unanimous || last for President and Vice President, are in favor || tlemen on the other side will endeavor to do what 
consent be given, amend the resolution by insert- |! of interfering with slavery in the slaveholding || 's right, and not make remarks of a kind to excite 

States. [Cries of ‘* No!’? **No!?’] division in the House. 


ing the word **slaveholding”’ before the word | Ds 

‘“‘ States;’’ so that the last line of the resolution Mr. STANTON. Letus consent to the divis- || Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. My remark was 
will read ‘in any of the slaveholding States of || ion proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. intended as a peace-offering. [Laughter.} 

the Union.”’ [Cries of ** Agreed !”’ Several Members. Let the resolution, as it 


This was intended to be, and in my judgment || The SPEAKER. Phe Chair is of the opinion | now stands, be read. 


is, the fair meaning of the resolution, as it was i that the resolution is not divisible,as suggested by The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
drawn by me and presented tothe House. I sug- | the gentleman from Kentucky, so as to leave two Resolved, That neither the Federal Government, nor the 
gest the amendment, however, in order to remove || distinct propositions to be voted on. people or the governments of the non-slaveholding States, 


f rene . ‘ . : . r " . have the right to legislate upon or interfere with slavery in 
the ambiguity which gentlemen seem to discover Mr. BOCOCK. It may be done by unanimous || 51) of the slavehoiding States in the Union. 
in the phraseology of the resolution; though I do || consent. 


not think the language is fairly liable to the forced || Mr. BURNETT. I appeal togentlemen on the || aye nbn that a substitute for all the 

construction which they apprehend might begiven || other side nottointerpose objection. I hope that | | ; “ot . : 

to it. re 7 they will not force ae to vale on their pepunte me, See Te - o He easy = 
Mr.GARNETT. If the gentleman will mod- | in connection with the other proposition. — ‘ionies [Mr. pear vi ae od © fe y 

ify his resolution so as to strike out that portion Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman need || — ‘a’ f wey wheel Gow ae . “Co by — 

of it which relates to purpose, I will not object. || not vote unless he wants to. oe - ki — ae os 1’ Convreee”? 
Mr. PALMER. I cannot make that moudifiea- Mr. BURNETT. All I ask is that the resolu- || “¢@W-mMaking power, andthe word | Vongress 

tion. tion may be divided, so that the members on this || ought to be used instead of the words ‘* Federal 


Mr. GARNETT. Then I object to any change. || side of the House shall have an opportunity of Seer I call for the S cobdeat cad the 

Mr. PALMER. Very well. Lam content with | votingonthe proposition which hastheirapproval. || "© Previous meee was seconded; and te 
the resolution as it is. Mr. HASKIN. I rise to a point of order. My | a TURTIS «se nded th i 

Mr. GARNETT. Then the gentleman will | colleatue [Mr. Hoarp] has submitted a motion | 7,)"° Aenea tae YUne Ge ORFS. 


vote that they have not the right to control sla- | to reconsider; and on that he has called the pre- a yeas and nays ae i ie 

very in his own State. vious question. I make the point of order, that | *"° hg — “a PEST AAG iS wes cided 
Mr. HATTON. With the explanation of the || while the call for the previous question is pending, || eeedena tant Aoagioncen af Lk naa one hun- 

gentleman from Kentucky, {Mr. Matxory,] I | it is notin order for the gentleman from Kentucky, | ST®® @n@ Sixty-one; as Sollo wes y 

vote for the resolution. || or any other gentleman, to indulge in debate. 4 ne ee = Ore Seen aie, Al 
Mr. KUNKEL stated that if he had been within The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point || Gvers Banbltt. Barr. Barret, Bincliem, Blair Binke Ba 


. . r Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Barret, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bo- 
the bar when his name was called, he should have || of order, and hopes that members will refrain from || cock, Boteler, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, 
voted “ay.” 


indulging in debate when it is so clearly out of || Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnett, Butterfield, Camp- 
Mr. STANTON. I think, myself, I should | order. But the gentleman from Kentucky was in || bell, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, 
do my colleague [Mr. Penpteton] injustice if | | order, in suggesting a division of the resolution. 
were to assume that he would vote against this | The Chair has decided the division he has pro- 
resolution; and I therefore do not feel inclined to 


Coburn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin,Covode, 
| Cox, James Craig, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Diinmick, Duell, 
Dunn, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, English, Ether- 
posed to be out of order, and the question now is || idge, Farnsworth, Ferry, oe Frank, Garnett, Gilmer, 
on seconding the demand for the previous question. | Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hall, Hamilton, J. Morri- 


withdraw my vote ! 1 
. : : Ha Joun T. Harris, Haskin, Hat Helmick, 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. My colleague can Mr. BOCOCK. Before the previous question eg Holman, William award, William 2. eeesed’ 


exercise his own discretion; but I think thatif he || is seconded, I ask, as 1 have a right to do, to be || Hughes, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Jenkins, Junkin, 
infers he would not do injustice to my colleague || excused from voting on the resolution. || Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, Larrabee, Leake, 
by voting, he is mistaken. || Mr. BURNETT. I make the same request. || ccs gy ik ates Moll ey 2 Mearsems Eaves | oe 

The vote was announced as above recorded. || Mr. BOCOCK. I cannot make my request after | McPherson, MM Mi M. ya Laban T” 


’ 2 ! : McPherson, Millson, Miliwatd, Montgomery, Laban T. 
Mr.HOARD. I move to reconsiderthe vote by || the Prine question is seconded. || Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. 
which the resolution was adoped. I do it forthe 


Mr. SICKLES. 1 suggest a compromise, that | Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Palmer, Perry, Pet 
purpose of amending the resolution, so as to make || the other side vote on their purposes, and this side || Sohu Reynolds, Rice, Rie? Cheicgher Hoblonin Moyes’ 
the wording of the resolution clear as to its pur- || vote on the law and the Constitution. [Laughter.] | dgwick, Sherr ) liam N. K. 
pose. I move the previous question on the motion Mr. BOCOCK. Is not the first question on ex- || Smith, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevenson, William 
to reconsider. 


cusing me from voting? Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Thayer, Theaker, Thoin- 
Mr. BURNETT. I call for the yeas and nays Mr. BURCH. 1 also ask to be excused from || *:Tompking, Train, Trimble, Vallandigham, Vance, Yan- 
upon the motion to reconsider. 


7 dever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cad- 
voting. || walader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, Webster, 
he yeas and nays were not ordered. The SPEAKER. The motions for excuse will || Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, Windom, Winslow, and Wood- 
Mr. BURNETT: I move to lay the motion to | be considered when the vote comes to be taken. || oa 
reconsider on the table. || Mr. SHERMAN. Task the unanimous con- || N4¥5—None. — 
The motion was not agreed to. sent of the House to make a proposition on which | So the resolution was unanimously adopted. 
i 





Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, William N. H. 


The previous question was seconded; and the || every member in the House can vote. [Cries of || During the vote, 
main question ordered to be put. ** Read it!’’] [hope the demand for the previous Mr. FERRY stated that his colleagues were 
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absent from the House, in attendance on the 
funeral of a distinguished citizen of Connecticut, 
who died suddenly in this city. 

Mr. DAWES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Auer, was confined to his room by illness. 

Mr. KILGORE begged to be excused from 
voting. 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Leacn, of 
North Carolina, was detained in his room by ill- 
ness; and that he was instructed to state that, if 
he were present, he would vote in the affirmative 
on the pending resolution. 

Mr. RIGGS stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Apratn, had been called home by sickness in his 
family. 


Mr. LEAKE stated that his colleague, Mr. De | 


Janwerte, had been called home. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM stated that, if his | 


colleague, Mr. Penp.ieton, were present, he had 
no doubt he would vote in favor of the resolution 
as it had been modified. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

TOBACCO TRADE. 

Mr. HASKIN. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Printing to report the following resolution: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the House, 


five thousand extra copies of the report of the select com- | 


mittee upon the tobacco trade of the United States with 
foreign countries. 


That is the report of Colonel Hvenes upon | 


that important subject. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. HASKIN, from the Committee on Print- 


sng, reported the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the House, || 


ten thousand extra copies of the report of the select com- 
juiitee upon the franking privilege. 


COAST SURVEY REPORT. 


Me HASKIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That there be printed, forthe use of the House, 
five thousand extra copies of the report of the Superintend- 
ent of the Coast Survey for the year 1860; three thousand 
of which for distribution by the Superintendent, and two 
thousand for the use of the members of the House. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Is that the 
usual number, and the manner in which they are 
usually divided ? 

Mr. HASKIN. Itis. 

Mr. BURNETT. 
upon that resolution, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 


Mr. HASKIN moved to reconsider the votes | 
by which the several resolutions were adopted; | 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider | 


on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


DAVID G. BATES. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I call for the | 


regular order of business. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- | 


ness is the pending motion, coming over from a 
previous Monday, to suspend the rules to take up 
the bill of the House No. 115, for the relief of the 
legal representatives of David G. Bates. 

The bill, which was read, instructs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to ascertain, as in the case 
of John P. B. and Henry Gratiot, what amount, 


ifany, of rent was exacted by the United States | 
agent of lead mines from David G. Bates for lead | 


rained and smelted upon the lands of the Ottawa, 
Pottawatomie, Chippewa, Winnebago, or other 
tribes of Indians prior to the purchase thereof by 
the United States, and to pay such amount as 
may be legally proved to have been actually paid 
by said David G. Bates in his lifetime to such 
agent of the United States, to the legal represent- 
atives of the said Bates, out of any moneys in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The report, which was read, states that this 
claim depends upon the same principles as that 
of Moses Meeker, reported on the 19th of March 
last, and also of the claims of J. P. B. Gratiot 
and Henry Gratiot, and Joseph Hardy and Alton 
Loag, which have heretofore been allowed by 
Congress. 

it appears, by letters from the Treasury De- 


— and General Land Office, that David G. | 
ates paid one hundred and seventeen thousand | 


| exacted by the United States, rent was_also ex- 


| in reference to the Pacific railroad bill: 


| of the Senate, be made the special order for Tuesday and 


| the affirmative—yeas 117, nays 33; as follows: 


I ask the yeas and nays | 


|| Millward, Laban T’. Moore, Moorhead, Nelson, Nixon, 
| Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Quarles, John 
| H. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, oe dg 
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four hundred and thirty-one pounds of lead as | 
rent prior to the dates of the treaties by which | 
the lead lands on the upper Mississippi came into | 
the undisputed possession of the United States. 

The petitioner alleges that while this rent was | 
acted by and paid to the Indians, who claimed 
the land on which the lead mines were located. 

Mr. THOMAS. 1 object to taking up the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is upon sus- 
pending the rules. 

Mr. STANTON. I would like to know how 
much money is involved in that bill? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Mr. Bates 
paid some one hundred and seventeen thousand 
four hundred and thirty-one pounds of lead as 
rent. I think its value would average about two 
cents per pound at the time it was paid. The 
amount involved is about twenty-two hundred 
dollars. 

The question was taken; and the rules were sus- | 
pended. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was | 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- | 


consider the vote by which the bill was passed; | 


and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider | 


on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. 
Mr. CURTIS offered the following resolution 


————————— 


Resolved, That House bill No. 701, with the amendments 


Wednesday next, and considered in the House. 


Objection being made, 

Mr. CURTIS moved to suspend the rules. 
Mr. THOMAS called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Al- 
drich, Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, Barr, Barret, Bingham, | 
Blair, Blake, Boteler, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Buffinton, 
Burch, Burlingame, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, Case, 
John B. Clark, Coburn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, 
Conway, Corwin, Covode, Cox, James Craig, Curtis, | 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgertoh, Edwards, Eliot, | 
Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, 
French, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, Hat- 
ton, Helmick, Hoard, William Howard, Humphrey, Hutch- 
ins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Love- 
joy, Mallory, McClernand, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, 





Sedgwick, Sickles, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, William 
Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Thea- 
ker, Tompkins, Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, El- 
lihu B. ashburne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Wood- 
son—117. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bocock, Brown, Burnett, Carey, Hor- 
ace F. Clark, Clemens, Burton Craige, English, Gilmer, 
John T. Harris, Haskin, Hughes, Logan, Elbert S. Martin, 
Maynard, McPherson, Millson Montgomery, Morrill, Isaac 


| N. Morris, Niblack, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Riggs, James 


C. Robinson, Ruffin, Stevenson, Thomas, Trimbie, Vallan- 
digham, Winslow, and Wright—33. 


So the rules were suspended. 


During the vote, 
Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Leacn, of 
North Carolina, was absent from the House in 


consequence of sickness; that had he been here, | 


he would have voted in the negative. 

Mr. GARNETT stated that had he been in the 
bar when his name was called, he should have 
voted in the negative. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


During the call, also, : 

A message wasreceived from the Senate, by Mr. 
Parton, one of its clerks, informing the House 
that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of 
the House to the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 866) to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1861, and insisted upon its amend- 
ments di to by the House, and ask a fur- 
ther committee of conference. 

Mr. SICKLES. I ask that the request of the 
Senate be acceded to. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object to it now, as it will 
interfere with the vote now being taken. 

Mr. SICKLES. I see no reason why the mat- 
ter may not be disposed of now. 








ees February | 1. 


_ The SPEAKER. After the result of this vote 
is announced, it will be in order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object to taking up the matter 
at this time. 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman’s objection 
comes too late. He should have objected before 
the reception of the message. ; 

Mr. PHELPS. A message can be received at 
~~ but its consideration isanother question 

he result of the vote was then announced. as 
above recorded. 

Mr. CURTIS. _I now offer my resolution. 

Mr.GROW. Before the question is put upon 
the adoption of the resolution, [ ask the gentleman 
from lowa to allow me to have read an amend 
ment which I desire to offer whenever the bil! 
comes up for consideration. 

No objection being made, the amendment was 
read, as follows: 

Add at the end of thirty-eighth amendment of Senate 
page 19, line nineteen : ; 

Provided, That, in case the people of Texas shall adopt 
an ordinance of secession in violation of the authority and 
laws of the United States, and shall adhere to the saine for 
at least six months, then the provisions herein made fo, 
granting lands and Government bonds to the Southern Pa 
cific Railroad Company, of which Vernon E. Stevenson {s 
president, shall be void. 

Mr. CURTIS. I shall oppose that amendment, 
not believing that Texas is going to take that 
course. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

So the Pacific railroad bill was made the special 
order for Tuesday and Wednesday next. 

Mr. CURTIS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SICKLES. I now move that the House 
concur in the request of the Senate to appoint a 
new committee of conference on the deficiency 
bill. r 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequently appointed Mr. 
Sickxites, Mr. Campsexi, and Mr. Autpricu, to 
constitute such committee on the partof the House. 


LEGISLATIVE BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. [rise to make a privileged 
report. I am instructed by the Committee of 
on and Means to report back Senate amend- 
ments to House bill No. 892, making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1862. The consideration of 
those amendments will probably not consume 
more than ten minutes. lon happy to say that 
the Senate has done what is very unusual; it has 
made very few amendments, and most of them 
are formal in their character. I ask that they be 
taken up and considered now. 

No objection being made, the amendments were 
taken up and considered, as follows: 


First amendment: 


Page 1, line seventeen, strike out the word ‘ officers,” 

and insert “ officer ;”’ so that the clause shall read: 
Officer charged with the disbursements of the Senate, 
480. 


» as 


The Committee of Ways and Means recon- 
mended concurrence. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Second amendment: 

Page 3, after line twenty, insert: 

For the usual additional compensation to the reporters 
of the Senate for the Congressional Globe, for reporting te 
pee of the Senate for the first session of the Thirty- 

venth Congress, $800 each, $4,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. , 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Third amendment: 

Page 5, line eighteen, strike out “95,818,” and insert 
“ 87,318.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recon: 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Fourth amendment: 


Page 7, after line twenty-three, strike out the following : 

To enable the Superintendent of the Public Printing \° 
carry into effect the provisions of the joint resolution s 
relation to the public printing, approved 23d January, 1°0 i 
$135,000 : Provided, no part of this appropriation ~ . 
be expended until the title to the property purchased sii 
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have been examined and approved by the Attorney General 
of the United States. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- | 
mended a concurrence; the subject-matter of the | 
amendment having been provided for in the defi- | 
ciency bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Fifth amendment: 

In the following clause strike out “ five,’’ and insert 
éten:? 

For stationery, blank books, binding, furniture, fixtures, 
repairs, painting, and glazing, $5,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Sixth amendment: 

In the following clause, after the word ‘ thousand,” in- 
sert “‘ five hundred :” 

For miscellaneous items, $2,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Seventh amendment: 

Page 11, line twenty- five, after the word “clerks,” strike 
out “ messenger,”’ and insert in lieu thereof “‘ messengers ;’ 
so that it will read: 

For compensation of the Third Auditor, and the clerks, 


messengers, assistant messenger, and laborers in his office, 
$93,440. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- | 


mended a concurrence. 
The amendment was agreed to 


Eighth amendment: 


Page 15, line twenty-two, after the word ‘‘ clerks,” strike 
out * messengers,”’ and insert in lieu thereof *‘ messenger ;”” 
so that it will read: 

For compensation of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the clerks, messenger, assistant messengers, watclimen, and 
laborers in his office, $36,900. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- | 
mended a concurrence. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Ninth amendment: 


Page 16, line sixteen, after the word “and,” strike out | 
the word * laborers,’’ and insert in lieu thereof “ laborer ;”’ | 
so that it will read : 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and the clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, watchmen, 
and laborer in his office, $31,940. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- || 
mended a concurrence. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


| 
Tenth amendment: ; | 


Line nineteen, after the word “assistant,” strike out 
*messenger,”’ and in lieu thereof insert “‘ messengers ;”’ so || 
that it will read: | 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Pensions, and || 
the clerks, messenger, assistant messengers, and laborers in 





his office, $82,340. 
The Committee of Ways and Means recom- || 
mended a concurrence. 
The amendment was agreed to | 
Eleventh amendment: 


Page 18, after line twenty-six, insert : 


For compensation of surveyor general of Illinois and || 
Missouri, $1,000. 


The Committee of *Ways and Means recom- | 
mended a non-concurrence. | 
' 





The amendment was disagreed to 


Twelfth amendment: 

For compensation of the surveyor general of Louisiana, 
$2,000, 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 


| 
Thesamendment was disagreed to. | 


Thirteenth amendment: 


Page 19, line eleven, after the word “ thousand,” insert 
“ five hundred ;*’ so that it will read: 

For rent of surveyor general’s office in Oregon, fuel, 
books, stationery, and other incidental expenses, $2,500. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Fourteenth amendment: 


Line fourteen, after the word “ messenger,” strike out 


Pen and insert in lieu thereof “ five ;?? so as to make 
read: 


For rent of surveyor general’s office in California, fuel, 
books, Statonery, and other incidental expenses, including | 
pay of messenger, $5,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- | 
mended a non-concurrence. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


Fifteenth amendment: | 
Line seventeen, after the word “ expenses,” strike out || 


| 


1 
| 
| 


| 
| 


THE CO 


| section: 


| ing bullion, shall be extended to the several branches of the 


|| that in the history of the world no Government 


se ~ and insert in licu thereof “ three ;”’ so that it will 
read : 


For office rent for the surveyor general of Washington 
Territory, fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental ex- 
penses, $:3,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 
Sixteenth amendment: 


Line twenty, after the word “ expenses,” strike out 


* two thousand,” and insert in lieu thereof “ four thousand 
five hundred;”’ so that it will read: 


For rent of the surveyor general’s office in New Mexico, 
fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental expenses, 


$4,500. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was disagreed to 


Seventeenth amendment: 


Page 22, line three, after the word “and,” strike out the 
word * Jaborer,’’ and insert in licu thereof “ laborers ;’’ so 
that it will read: 


For compensation of the Chief of the Bureau of Navy- 
Yards and Docks, and the clerks, messenger, and laborers in 
his office, $14,140. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Eighteenth, nineteenth, and twentieth amend- 
ments: 


Strike out the following: 

‘* At Dahlonega, Georgia.—For salaries of superintend- 
ent, cainer, assayer, and clerk, $6,000. 

‘“ For wages of workmen, $2,880. 

*¢ For incidental and contingent expenses, $1,000.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Twenty-first amendment: 


Page 30, line sixteen, before the word “ and,” strike out 
** clerk,’’ and insert in lieu thereof * clerks;’’ so that it will 
read : 


For compensation and mileage of the members of the 
Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent ex- 
penses of the Assembly, including the sum of $375 due for 
codifying the laws, $20,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Twenty-second, and last amendment of the 
Senate: 


Add, at the end of the bill, the following as an additional 


Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, That the provisions of 
the fifth section of chapter ninety-seven of the act of Con- 


the Treasury to limit the amount of refining at the Mint 
whenever private establishments shall be capable of refin- 


Mint and to the United States assay office at New York, 
in all cases when deposits of bullion are made for coins in 
fine bars; and that hereafter the charge for converting re- 
fined bullion into coins shall not exceed one fifth of one 
per cent. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

Mr. BURCH. I hope the House will concur 
in this amendment. It was adopted in the Senate, 
I believe, without opposition. Our Government 
charges at this time one half of one per cent. for 
coining refined gold. The consequence is, that it 


drives $50,000,000 out of the United States to for- 


eign countries for the purpose of coinage. I believe 


but ours has charged anything for coinage. I 
should like to know the reason why the Commit- 
tecof Ways and Meansrecommend a non-concur- 
rence in this amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment is very 
important, and if adopted by the House will rev- 
olutionize the operations of our mints. Under the 
present law, about six tenths of one per cent. is 
charged for refining gold. ‘This amendment pro- 
poses to reduce that charge to two tenths, chick 
would be a reduction of over four hundred thou- 
sand dollars, and an appropriation of at least that 
amount would be required to make up the defi- 
ciency. 

But the first clause of this amendment proposes 
virtually to give a monopoly to one man in Cali- 
fornia of this process of refining gold. A few 
years ago a law was passed that when private 
establishments in the city of Philadelphia under- 
took the process of refining gold, the S 


the Mint. This amendment proposes to extend 
that law to California, and to all the cities in the 
Union The effect of it would be to destroy the 











|| gress, approved March 3, 1853, requiring the Secretary of || 


ecretary of | 
| the Treasury might withdraw that operation from 
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assay office in New York, and transfer this whole 
process of refining gold from the mints to a single 
man, because there is only one refiner of gold in 
the United States. The amendment is very im- 
portant, and I do not think it was carefully con- 
sidered by the Senate. I[ have looked over the 
debates, and I find that it was notdiscussed at all 
The amendment passed the Senate sub silentio, 
and the House ought not to concur in it without 
serious consideration. 

Mr. BURCH. Ihave no wish to build up a 
menopoly of any business, nor do I think that 
will be the effect of this amendment. We have 
more than one refiner in California, I know that, 
while we have many assay offices, parties are 
obliged to send their bars of gold to England and 
other countries, and pay freight upon them, to 
have them coined, because of the enormous 
charges of the Government; and, after paying 
freight, thereby save a large amount. The gen- 
tleman knows that it drives $50,000,000 of bullion 
annually out of this country for coinage. My 
honest opinion is, that if this amendment should 
be adopted, thereby enabling our own mints to 
do all the coinage of bullion collected in our coun- 
try, it would produce a larger amount of revenue 
from the mints than the Government now derives. 
That is my impression in regard to it. I pre- 
sented to the Committee of Waysand Means sta- 
tistics showing that such would be the eflect of 
the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN iI will state that we not 
only read ail that the gentleman presented to us, 
vut we gave an interview to the gentleman who 
is interested in this matter, afid heard him pa- 
tiently; and we unanimously came to the conclu- 


| sion that the amendment ought not to be concurred 


in. 

Mr. BURCH. The gentleman does me injus- 
tice when he says that this amendment is for the 
benefit of one house in California. I do not be- 
lieve that that is its purpose. Itis recommended 
by the Superintendent of the Mint at Philadel- 
nie ina Staak. which I laid before the Commit- 
tee. If, however, it is the disposition of the 
House to defeat the amendment, of course it will 


| have to go toa committee of conference; but it 


does seem to me that it would be to the advan- 


| tage of the Government for us to adopt it. 


The Committee of Ways and Means, I know, 
is all-powerful here, and that it is almost impos- 
sible to overcome their opposition; but when I 
think they, from a want of interest in the subject- 
matter, have overlooked the true interest of the 
Government, and have wholly disregarded the 
interests of my constituents, I hold it to be my 
duty to oppose even so formidable and influential 
gentlemen as compose that committee. . 

Mr. MILLSON. I should like to know what 
obligation there is on the part of the people of the 
United States to coin money at their own expense, 
for the benefit of those who extract the ore from 
the mines. ‘To concur in this amendment of the 
Senate would be to takea retrograde step. Some 
years ago the Government attempted to charge 
seigniorage. The presentcharge for coining money 
does not equal the expenses. The one half per 
cent. does not reimburse the Government its act- 
ual expenses in coining; and now the proposition 
is to reduce that charge of one half of one per cent. 
to one fifth of one per cent. 

Mr. BURCH. { would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia whether, if the effect of charg- 
ing this one half of one per cent. is to seid to for- 
eign countries for coinage $50,000,000a year, and 
if the reduction of the charge to one fifth of one 
percent. were to keep thatsum to be coined here, 
the Government would not be benefited by the 
change? 

Mr. MILLSON. By no means. The Govern- 
ment would be overwhelmed with the work of 
coinage, if some of the gold did not go in bullion 
to foreign countries. We now exportabout eighty 
million dollars a year; and now let gentlemen con- 
ceive the effect of adding thatsum annually to the 
existing circulation of the country ! 

This gold must be exported. “We are a gold- 
producing country. We produce gold for expor- 
tation. If the Government of the United States 
is to ve called upon to coin this $80,000,000 addi- 
tional, why should it be expected to do so at its 
own expense? The Government of the United 
States ownsa large number of valuable gold mines 
in California. The whole of the gold contained 
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in them belongs to the Government. That gold | 


the people of California appropriate to themselves. 
They take, as | pnderstand, $80,000,000 from the 
public treasure, without accounting for it; and 


they ed expect and require that the Gov- | 


ernment sha 
into money. 
only charged one half of one per cent. for con- 


|, at its own expense, coin this gold 


Now, I think that when they are | 


verting their gold into coin, they may consider | 
that they are very indulgently dealt with by the 


Government of the United States. 


gut the gentleman from California says that 


other national Governments coin money at their 
ownexpense. I would suggest to him that, with 
the exception of England, we are the only gold- 
producing country, to any extent, in the world. 
Ihe coinage of the other European nations is very 
small; and for reasons of their own, they can very 
well afford to coin money without charge. 

Some years ago, at the instance, I think, of 
my colleague in the Senate, (Mr. Hunter,] the 
Government undertook to demand a seigniorage 
of one half of one per cent., supposing that that 
wouid be a remuneration of the actual expenses. 
It turns out, however, to be less; and yet there 
has been no proposition to Increase the rate; 
although J did, last year, make some inquiries 
with a view of so altering the present law as to 
reimburse the Government fully. But now we 
are asked to coin this gold at the rate of one fifth 
of one per cent., instead of one half of one per 
cent; and for the sole reason that my friend from 
California says the gold is now sent out of the 
country. What would be the effect of it? If we 


were now tocoin at our own expense all the gold | 


extracted, or—which would beequivalent—charge 
only one fifth of one per cent, the result would 
be, that we should convert this gold bullion into 
coin, to be recoined abroad, and that all the ex- 
pense would be thrown upon the Government of 
the United States for nothing. I hope the House 
will refuse to concur in the amendment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BURCH. 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
to charge a disposition on the part of the support- 
ers of this proposition, in the Senate or elsewhere, 
to build up a monopoly at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment. I desire to say to him, and through 
him to the House, that I was not aware of this 


amendment being offered until the amendments | 


were referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. The gentleman may remember that one 
of the Senators from California and myself called 
upon him. That was the first information I had 
in regard tothe amendment. The refining of gold 
by the mints of the United States is attended with 
a great loss to the Government, and ever will be. 
This amendment saves, in this respect, much to 
the Government; and if this shoulddrive refining 
into private refineries, the Government should not 
complain, since it is for the advantage of the 
miner. 

It is known to the members of this House that 
a large majority of the people of California are 
engaged in gold digging. ‘They have gone there 
from every State in the Union. They are a con- 
ees mass of citizens from all the States. 

any of them are representatives of the State 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and many of them come from the State 
represented yaa gentleman who ro taken 
his seat, (Mr. Mitison.] They come from every 
State in the Union. 

The gentleman from Virginia spoke of the at- 
tempt to impose the tax known as seigniorage 
upon the miners of California; but that attempt 
failed, and the tax never became a law. The first, 
and | am happy to say, only Republican Senator 
from that State of Californin, 1 believe also pro- 
posed such a law; and no one measure of legisla- 
tion ever produced so much indignation in the 
State of California as that. The gentleman from 
Virginia also stated that these minerals belonged 
to the General Government. That, however, is 
a mooted question. It arises out of the old legal 
maxim that the minerals belonged to the sover- 
eign, because the sovereign alone could exercise 
the right of coinage. Now, there is a question— 
and it has presented itself here this Congress— 
as to who is sovereign; whether it is the State or 
the General Government? Gentlemen here do not 
agree as to which they owe allegiance to, Many 
have left us who claim that the State government 


| 


|| fore, that the House will concur in this amend- 


| 
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) ate that he had approved and signed an act (8. 


I think it wasimproper forthe || No. 268) for the relief of Mary K. Guthrie, 





| ment, well and good. This tax falls upon every 











is sovereign, and that it has a right to the exer- | 
cise of sovereignty in many other regards as well 
as to exercise control over these mines. But the 
question has never been yet brought toa position 
where it could be finally determined. i} 
Mr. Speaker, | would not be performing my 
full duty to the people of California if I allowed 
this amendment to be passed upon without saying 
a word in its favor; and hence | felt it my duty to 
call the attention of the House to it. If the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means can 
give such reasons as will satisfy the House that 


it should not concur with the Senate in this amend- 


| 
| 
i 
| 


| 
individual miger in the State. My honest impres- || 
sion is, that if the Government will coin all the || 
bullion itself, thereby keeping this $50,000,000 


which is annually sent to foreign countries for 
coinage, it can do so at the proposed rate of one 
fifth of one per cent., at as little loss as it now 
incurs at one half of one per cent. I hope, there- 


ment of the Senate, which, I believe, has for its 
object a real saving to the Government, and an || 
encouragement of the honest industry of those 
who are engaged in the development of the hidden 
treasures of our State, against which I sincerely 
hope there is no objection. 





was non-concurred in. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. | 
Parron, one of its clerks, notifying the House 
thatthe Senate had passed joint resolution (H.R. | 


Also, an act (H. R. No. 554) to extend the 
right of appeal from decisions of circuit courts 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, with 
amendments, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 

Also, that the President had informed the Sen- 


widow of Presley N. Guthrie. 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the Senate amendments to an act (H. R. No. 
864) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1862. 


First amendment: 

Page 2, line twelve, strike out ‘ $20,000,°? and insert | 
“ — ;’? so as to make the clause read as follows: 

‘or contingent expenses of all missions abroad, $40,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Second amendment: 

Page 3, line fourteen, in the paragraph making appropri- | 
ations for the consuls general, strike out the word * Si- | 
moda.” | 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- | 
mended non-concurrence. : 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Third amendment: 


Page 3, line sixteen, in the paragraph making appropria- | 
tions for the salaries of consuls, insert ‘* Simoda.”’ 
| 





The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


| 
The question was taken; and the amendment 
| 
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Seventh amendment: 


At the end of the bill, add the following paragraph : 

To meet an extraordinary emergency, which has arisen 
in bringing from Batavia twenty-four seamen of the shi 
Stag Hound, charged with mutiny, $9,792, or so mark 
thereof as may be deemed just and fair; said sum to be 


|| expended under the direction of the Secretary of State. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence, with the following amend- 
ment: 

Add, at the end of the Senate amendment, as follows: 

To enable the President of the United States to carry into 
effect the act of Congress of 3d March, 1819, and any sub- 
sequent act now in existence, for the suppression of the 
African slave trade, $450,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 
Theamendment, as amended , was concurred in. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the acting Secretary of the In- 
terior, transmitting the report of the wagon road 


| expedition under Colonel F. W. Lander; which 


was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


AARON H. PALMER. 


Mr. TAPPAN. lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up and put on its passage 
Senate bill No. 11], for the relief of Aaron H. 
Palmer. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. TAPPAN. I move to suspend the rules. 

The bill was read. It appropriates $3,000 to 
Aaron H. Palmer, in full compensation for his 


| labor and research in collecting information, and 
No. 57) for the benefit of Duvall & Brothers. 
| 


preparing the same for the use of the Govern- 
ment, relative to the ‘oriental nations, and partic- 


ularly Japan. 


The report was read; from which it appears 
that the petitioner has, on various occasions, be- 


| tween the years 1846 and 1851, addressed inter- 


esting and valuable communications on the sub- 
ject to the House of Representatives and to three 
Presidents and Secretaries of State, which have 
been printed as valuable public documents, and 
are generally considered as important contribu- 
tions to ie banal of several of the compar- 
atively unknown maritime nations of the East, 
(particularly Japan,) and have proved of high in- 
terest and value to our Government in opening and 
extending our commercial relations with several 
of those @astern countries. 

Among those contributions of Mr. Palmer, his 


| plan for opening Japan,’’ submitted by him to 








the Secretary of State on the 17th of September, 
1849, which met with the Secretary’s entire ap- 
proval, appears to haveheen ere? adopted 
as the basis of the policy of our Government in 
the expedition and mission to the ruler of that 
empire, so successfully accomplished by Com- 
modore Perry, in accordance, it would seem, with 
the leading views, suggestions, and recommenda- 
tions contained therein. 

Mr. Palmer, between 1842 and 1853, addressed 


| a serics of letters, communications, and contribu- 
| tions, including copies of &is printed documents, 
| to high functionaries in Japan, having for their 


object the opening of that empire to American in- 
tercourse and commerce, and which he has trans- 
mitted, from time to time, during the aforemen- 


and reliable channels of communicating with that 


mended non-concurrence. | tioned periods, to Nagasaki, through the only safe 
| 
| 
i| 


Fourth amendment: 

Page 4, line nineteen, at the end of the paragraph making 
appropriations for consuls general and consuls, strike out 
“$273,750,” and insert, “ $271,750.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fifth amendment: | 

Page 4, line nineteen, after the word dollars, add, “and 
the office of consul general at Simoda is hereby abolished, 
and the salary of the consul at Simoda fixed at $3,000 per 





annum.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Sixth amendment: 
4, line twenty-five, strike out “ $3,000,” and insert 
ae 3°? so as to make the piragraph read: 
‘or interpreters to the consulates in China, $4,500. 
The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. j 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


secluded and mysterious empire. It may reason- 
ably be presumed these have had importanj 10- 
| fluence and agency at that court in preparing the 
way for the successful result of Commodore 
| Perry’s mission. ; 

Mr. Palmer, it appears, has also printed, at 
different times, two thousand two hundred and 
fifty copies of his memoirs, at his own expense, 
for distribution to Senators, members of Congress, 
and executive officers of the Government; that, 
at the request of several Senators, he prepared a 
large outline map, to illustrate his memoirs on 
Siberia, &c., printed by order of the Senate 10 

| 1848, and in consequence of the delay at the time 
| in the printing of the Senate documents, he claims 
compensation for nine months’ services, In which 
he was necessarily detained during that year Im 
the preparation of the map, and correcting the 
proof-sheets of the usual as well as extra numbers 
of copies of said memoir ordered by the Senate; 
' and also for four months’ services in preparing * 
| report, illustrated by a special chart, for the Sec- 
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retary of State, under a resolution of the Senate 
of ue 16th January, 1850. 


| 
i 


| 


In view of the highly meritorious and valuable | 


services thus rendered by Mr. Palmer, and their 
important results in preparing the way for open- 
ing new marts in the East to our commerce, the 
committee have come to the conclusion that he is 
justly entitled to $3,000 in compensation for such 
‘services and expenses, 


Mr. STANTON. 


I wish to know if this man | 


was not in the employment of the Government at || 


some compensation during this time? 
Mr. TAPPAN. He was not. 
Mr. STANTON. 
body worked that long for the Government before 
without being paid. 


Well, I never knew any- | 


The rules were suspended, (two thirds having 


voted therefor.) 


The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 


and was accordingly read the third time, and | 


passed. 
| Mr. TAPPAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OREGON WAR DEBT. 
Mr. STOUT. 


the House to make Senate bill No. 1 the special 
order for Thursday of next week. 

A MemBer. What is it? 

Mr. STOUT. It is the bill to provide for the 
Washington and Oregon war debt. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object. 

Mr. STOUT. 
Before the vote is taken on the motion, however, 
Task the permission of the House to say, that I 
have not occupied their time for a half hour dur- 
ing the Thirty-Sixth Congress. I think Lam en- 
titled to this favor, as I only ask now that they 
will give me a hearing upon this matter, and if the 
claim is just, that it shall be allowed. I do not 
ask for the consideration of the bill to-day. Lonly 
ask that it may be assigned as a special order for 
some day, when its merits can be fully canvassed ; 
and I trust I will be able to meet the objections 
urged against it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH called for tellers on the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Craic of 
Missouri, and Van Wyck, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported 
fifiy-seven in the affirmative—not two thirds ofa 
quorum, 

Mr. STOUT. I call for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion. I want to see whether gentlemen are 
willing to give the people of Oregon a hearing, or 
are determined to take for granted that all the foul 
slanders upon them are true. 

The ygas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HOARD. There is so much confusion it 
is impossible to tell what is going on I wish the 
gentleman from Oregon would explain just what 
he wants, 

Mr. STOUT. I will explain. The object of 
this motion is not to consider this bill at this time. 
I desire to have it fixed for some particular day, 
so that it may be considered during the present 
session. Lam esecially desirous that it shall be 
so considered, not only on account of its import- 
ance to the people of my State, but because the 
committees of the Senate and of the House have 
spenta great deal of time in inveStigating it. They 
have made their report; and unless the House fix 
a ume for its consideration, it will not be acted on 
thissession. We will have lost all the labor they 
have bestowed in its investigation, and it will have 
to be reinvestigated next session. I ask that it 
may be madea special order for Thursday of next 
week, The business of the House will not jus- 
ify me in fixing a shorter time. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. .I object to debate. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, | 


Avery, Barret, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bouligny, Briggs, 
Buffinton, Barch, Burlingame, Burnett, Burnham, Butter- 
field, Carey, Carter, Case, John B. Clark, Coburn, John 
Cochrane, Colfax, James Craig, Burton Craige, Curtis, 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ed- 
Wards, Eliot, English, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Feiton, 
Ferry, Florence, Foster, Fouke, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, 


McClernand, McKean, McKnight, Millward, Montgomery, 
Laban T. Moore, Edward Joy Morris, Niblack, Nixon, | 

Noel], Pettit, Potter, Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, Christopher 

Robinson, Ruffin, Scranton, Sedgwick, Stanton, Steven 

son, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Train, Van Wyck, 

| Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Bilihu B. Washburne, 
Webster, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Winslow, Woodruff, 
and Woodson— 102. 


. 
NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, William C. Anderson, | 


Horace F. Clark, Corwin, Ely, Garett, Gurley, John T. 
Harris, Haskin, Hoard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Killinger, 
Lovejoy, Maynard, Morrill, Palmer, Phelps, Porter, Pottle, 
Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, James C. Robin- 
son, Royce, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, William Stew- 
art, ‘Thomas, Tompkins, Trimble, Vance, Wade, and 
Walton—35. 

So the rules were suspended, (two thirds having 
voted therefor.) 

Mr. STOUT. 
following resolution; and on that question I call 
for the previous question: 

Resolved, That Senate bill No. 11, and report of the Com- 


I now move the adoption of the | 


mittee on Military Affairs thereon, providing for the pay- | 


ment of expenses incurred by the ‘Territories of Washington 
and Oregon, in suppressing Indian hostilities during the 
years 1850-56, be made the special order for Thursday of 


| hext week, after the morning hour. 


Mr. TOMPKINS moved that the House ad- |, 
journ; and on that motion demanded the yeas and | 


I ask the unanimous consent of |! 


nays, 
Mr. STANTON. 
of this matter now. 


Mr.SHERMAN. By next Monday the House 


may find reasons for rejecting it. 


I move to suspend the rules. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rules have 
been suspended, and the resolution, if the House 
adjourn, will come up to-morrow as the unfinished 
business. 

The yeasand nays were not ordered; and the 
House refused toyadjourn. 

Mr. PHELPS moved that the resolution be 
laid upon the table. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS moved that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN demanded tellers on second- 


ing the eall for the previous question. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. SHERMAN | 


and Srour were appointed. . 


The previous question was seconded, (the tel- 
lers reporting ayes 84, noes 46,) and the main 
question was ordered; and, under the operation 
thereof, the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. STOUT moved to reconsider the vote by | 


which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


THEODORE ADAMS, 
Mr. WALTON. 1 move that the Committee 


| of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be 


Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Hatton, Hindman, Holman, Wil- | 


liam Howard, Gages, Irvine, Jenkins, Junkin, Francis 


W. Kell William Kell enyon, Kilgore, Larrabee 
DeWitt ‘beach, Leake, ee, Loomis, Elbert’s. Martin, 


discharged from the’ further consideration of 
| Court of Claims bill No. 162, for the relief of 
Theodore Adams. 

Mr. THOMAS. 


I object. 
Mr. WALTON. 


fore the House and put on its passage. 


| the House adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to; and thereupon (at four o’clock and ten 
minutes, p. m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, February 12, 1861. 
Prayer bythe Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriey. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 





| Pass, and Honey Lake wagon road; which was 
| ordered to lie on the table; and a motion by Mr. 
Mr. Gwiy to print the report was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


enrolled billand joint resolution, which had pre- 


| viously been signed by the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives: 


|| A bill (A. R. No. 545) granting a pension to 


| Gregory Patti; and 


y . . | 
We might as well dispose 


! 





' I move that the rules be sus- | 
pended in order that the bill may be brought be- | 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Llinois, moved that | 
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A joint resolution (S. No. 58) authorizing Lieu- 
tenant T. A. M. Craven to receive certain marks 


of distinction tendered to him by the Spanish Goy- 
ernment. 





HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (No. 988) for the relief of Susan Bayard, 
widow of A. W. W. Bayard, an invalid soldier 
of the war of 1812; and’ 

A bill (No. 990) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Betsey Nash. ‘ 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the sev- 
enth amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No. 864) making appropriations for the cousular 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the year ending June 30, 1862; and 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Ordered, That it be referred to the Committee on Finante. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H.R. No. 892) making ap- 
‘ropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1862, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives; and 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Ordered, That they be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. WADE presented seven petitions of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, without distinction of party, 
requesting Congress to stand firm for the Union, 
the Constitution as it is, and the enforcement of all 
the laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DIXON presented a petition of fourteen 
hundred citizens of Hartford, in the State of Con- 
necticut, asking Congress to adopt the resoluuions 
recently submitted to the Senate by Hon. Mr. 
CritTenDEN, of Kentucky, or such other propo- 
sitions as are substantially embraced in the Vir- 
ginia resolutions; which was ordered to lie on the 
bale. BILL RECOMMITTED. 

On motion of Mr. COLLAMER, the bill (H. 
R. No. 909) for the relief of Thomas Chittenden 
was recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills; in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 115) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of David G. Bates; and 

A bill (No. 734) for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. 
Smoot, widow of the late Captain Joseph Smoot, 
of the United States Navy. 

The message further announced that the House 
had agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the 
resolution (H. R. No. 39) directing the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury to settle the accounts 
of the late Robert Stockton, quartermaster, &c. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 11th instant, the printing of 


| the following documents: 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 


|, ting a report of the chief of the bureau of Ord- 
| nance, stating his objections to the bill now pend- 
| ing before Congress for the removal of the arsenal 
' at St. Louis—ordered at twelve o’clock and thir- 


ate a letter of the acting Secretary of the Interior, | 
communicating the reports and maps of F. W. | 
sancer enmaripenden of the Fort Kearny, South | 


teen minutes. 

A letter from the acting Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting a communication from Coleone! 
Lander, superintendent of the Fort Kearny, South 
Pass, and Honey Lake wagon road, together 
with several petitions unanimously signed by em- 
igrants, in reference tothe construction ofa bridge 


, across Green. river, and some of the smaller 


The VICE PRESIDENT sigrbd the following | 


| 


streams in that vicinity, and along the said road, 
and recommending an appropriation for that pur- 
pose—ordered at three o’clock and ten minutes. 

A letter from the acting Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting maps and reports of the Fort 
Kearny, South Pass, and Honey Lake wagon 
road, &c.—ordered at three o’clock and eleven 


|| minutes. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. | 

‘The message further announced that the Speak- | 
ex of the House had signed the followingenrelled | 
bills and joint resolution; which thereupon re- || 
ceived the signature of the Vice President: 1 
I] 
| 


j | 


A bill (S. No. 111) for the relief of Aaron H. 
Palmer; 1) 

A bill (S. No. 531) to change the name of the || 
schooner Augusta to Colonel Cook; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 57) for the ben- 
efit of Duvall & Brother. 


i 
| 
BILLS BECOME LAWS. 

The message further announced that the Presi- 
dent of the United States had approved and signed, | 
on the 9th inst., the following Hills and joint res- || 
olution: 

A bill CH. R. No. 181) to provide for a super- 
tendent of Indian affairs of Washington Terri- 
tory and additional Indian agents; 

A bill (H.R. No. 341) for the relief of Moses 
Meeker; 
A bill (21. R. No. 972) authorizing a loan; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 71) extending | 
the time for taking testimony on the application | 
of Cyrus H.McCormick for the extension of his | 
patent. 

RESOLUTIONS OF MINNESOTA. | 


Mr. WILKINSON. I present resolutions of || 
the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, on the | 
state of the Union. I ask that they be read. || 

The Secretary read them, as follows: 


Joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Minne- 
sota, on the stale of the Union. Adopted January 22, | 
1s61. | 
1. Resolved, That one of the vital and necessary principles || 

which form the basis of all free governments is, that the || 

constitutional majority must always rule; and therefore, 
the right of the people of any State to withdraw from the 

Union, thereby hazarding the liberties and happiness of the || 

millions composing this Confederacy, can never be ac- 

knowledged by us under any circuinstances. We regard 
secession upon the part of any State as amounting directly || 
to revolution, and precipitating civil war, with all its sad 
train of consequences. 

2. Resolved, That the people of the State of Minnesota 
reiterate their unalterable devotion to the Constitution of || 
the United States; and that if its provisions are strictly ob- 
served, it will, in its own words, insure domestic tranquil- 
lity, provide for the common defense, promote the general || 
welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and 
our posterity. 

3. Resolved, That Abraham Lincoln and Hannibal Ham- 
lin, having been constitutionally and legally elected Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States, at a general 
election fully and freely participated in, on the same day, | 
by the people of every State of the Union, South as well as | 
North, any attempt to dissolve or destroy the Union on ac- 
count thereof is without excuse or justification, and should 
receive the condemnation of every patriot in the land. 

4. Resolved, That we have heard with astonishment and 
indignation of the recent outrages perpetrated at Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, by firing upon an American steamer, 
sailing under the flag of our country, and that we expect 
of the General Government the strongest and most vigorous 
effort to assert its supremacy, and to check the work of 
rebellion and treason. Fuliy impressed with our duty to 
make every possible effort to uphold the Union, and to 
maintain the authority of the General Government, we 
hereby tender to the President of the United States for that 
purpose, through the Governor of this State, aid in men and 
money to the extent of our ability. When one or more 
States erect the standard of disunion, and place themselves 
in military array against the Government bequeathed to us 
by our ancestors, we can discover no other honorable or 
patriotic resource than to test, both on Jand and on ocean, 
the full strength of the Federal authority under our national 
flag. 

5. Resolved, That we declare to each State of this Union 
our sincere desire to secure a renewal of that fraternal feel- 
ing which ought always to exist between citizens of acom- 
mon country, and which distinguished the history of the 
nation for more than half a century. Especially do we 
express to those patriotic citizens of the southern States, 
who have nobly and manfully exerted their utmost efforts 
to prevent the catastrophe of dissolution, our sincere grat- 
itude and highest admiration. 

6. Resolved, That the most sincere thanks of the nation 
are justly due to that distinguished patriot and veteran, 
Licutenant General Winfield Scott, for the prompt ard de- 
cisive steps he has taken to stay the tide of revolution, and 
for the determined spirit he has evinced in maintaining the 
honor of our Government. 

7. Resolved, That we never will consent or submit to the 
obstruction of the free navigation of the Mississippi river, 
from its source to its mouth, by any power hostile to the 
Federal Government. 

8. Resolved, That the Governor of this State is hereby 
requested to transmit a copy of these resolutions to the 
President of the United States, to Lieutenant General Win- 
field Scott, and to each of our Senators and Representa- 
tives in the Congress of the United States, and to the Gov- 
ernors of the several States. 

IGNATIUS DONNELLY, 
President of the Senate. 
JARED BENSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. WILKINSON. I move that the resolu- 


tions lie on the table, and be printed. 
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| be inferred, at least, that they should be presented 


| that objections may not hereafter be made on that 


| have always been iy without objection. 


pontion raised, since I have been in the body, 
t 


| should be directed to the Senate. 





February 12, 





‘Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have no objection to 
their being read; but as to their being printed, I 
have a word to say. Petitions are not printed. 


| the towns mentioned are on the seaboard, while 
These resolutions are not addressed to the Sen- 
| 


| others are in the interior of the State. 

Sir, I will ask that this petition may be read 
It is very short, and it is due to such a number 
of subscribers as may fairly be considered ag yen. 
resenting, to a great extent, the people. P 

The Secretary read the petition, as follows: 
Mr. WILKINSON. They are the resolutions || To the Honorable the Senate and 
of the State of Minnesota, passed in the Legisla- House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 
ture; and one of the resolutions directs that they he enSremanes ctiinanast RS ESney, and also citi- 
be sent to the Senators and Representatives in Seuanananestdinaaetaememneks the Ue iallegiance, 

‘ . I nion and to- 
Congress. I take it for granted that, under the || wards their common country have been misrepresented 


decision which has been made heretofore, it would || and misunderstood ; willing that all parts of the count 
should have their full and equal rights under the Constine 
to thin bod tion, and recognizing in the propositions of Hon. J.J. Cpyr- 
0 ° . . TENDEX & basis of settiement which the North and the South 
Mr. COLLAMER. I believe it has been the || may fairly and honorably accede to, and which is well cal- 


ate. There is no request, even, to lay them be- 
fore the Senate. I think that was the rule laid 
down on a former occasion. 


universal practice to print resolutions of a State || culated to restore peace to the country, respectfully petition 


that your honorable bodies may adopt the same. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I make no objection to || Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I wish 
whatever has been the practice; I only note the || t make a single remark. The fact that my name 


fact that this paper is not addressed to the Senate, || 18 mentioned in this petition creates not the leas: 
degree of vanity or selfish feeling on my part. 


score. No, sir; I honor this petition and these petition- 
Mr. TRUMBULL. The resolutions of States || €T8- I am cheered by such a voice, coming up 
from Massachusetts in favor of the Union of the 

Mr. CRITTEN people of this country. I consider it simply as 
tien. an evidence of their attachment to the Union; and 
Mr. TRUMBULL. And never before was a || it 18 in that light that! think it is to be estimated, 
and that all the country, I hope, will hear the 
voice of twenty-two thousand of the voters of 


Legislature. 


EN. I say, I make no objec- 


iat the resolutions of a State had to come in the 5 AL 
form ofa petition. States send their resolutions Massachusetts in one petition. We have had 
here, often instructing their Senators what to do, || ore than fourteen thousand petitioners from the 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. It was insisted on here, || ©tY of Boston, containing only nineteen thousand 
upon a former occasion, that these proceedings || Votes. Sir, this speaks largely and loudly for the 
sentiment of that State—her patriotic sentiment. 
Mr. FITCH. The Senator from Illinois is mis- || It must be accepted as such by all. However 
taken. tis not usual to print memorials of State |} W"0ng they may be in their opinions and in their 
Legislatures, or any other source directed to in- judgment, it shows hearts devoted to the Union; 
dividuals. ‘I'hese are not addressed to the Senate. || hearts that are devoted to that Constitution and 
Mr. MASON. Allow me to say that, in my that Union which their ancestors so much con- 
experience in this body, which has now extended || ttibuted to establish. Sir, I feel peculiar and es. 
for many years, I have occasionally heard of ob- ecial satisfaction in presenting it; and will no 
— made to the ——- of resolutions or ones pee. Sarat an ay ee 
other communications from a State; but they have . id on the table, 
always been overruled. The invariable aaien _ The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
has been to extend that as a respect to the States, || 11 the chair.) The petition will be laid on the 
Mr. CRILTENDEN. There is no objection || ‘ble. 





| to that. Mr.SUMNER. AslI desire to say a few words 


Mr. MASON. I thought the honorable Sena- || °" that petition, I move that it be printed, 
tor from Indiana objected. These petitioners, as I understand, ask you to 


The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table, |; 840pt whatare familiarly known as the Crittenden 
and be printed. propositions. Their best apology, sir, for that 
. petition, is their ignorance of the character of those 

STATE OF THE UNION. propositions. Had they known what they are, | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I feel no ordinary sat- || feel sure that they never would have put their 


_isfaction, Mr. President, in presenting to you the || names to that paper. 


petition which lies before me, on my desk, from Those propositions go beyond the Breckinridge 
people of the State of Massachusetts. This peti- || platform, which has already been solemnly con- 
tion is from one hundred and eighty-two of the cit- | demned by the American people. If adopted, 
ies and towns of Massachusetts, and is signed by || they foistinto the Constitution of the United States 
twenty-two thousand three hundred and thirteen || constitutional guarantees of slavery Which the 
citizens of that State. These signatures were ob- || framers of that instrument never gave; whicl 
tained during four secular days, under great disad- |} Washington, Jefferson, Franklin, Patrick Henry, 
vantages. In some instances the petition remained || and John Jay, if we may credit the testimony of 
only twelve hours in the town from which it was || their lives and opinions, would have scorned to 
sent; and in almost every case, when the petition || give. Had any suchgpropositions been made the 
was returned, it was returned with the remark, || condition of Union, this Union never could have 
‘*if we had only had time to present it to the voters || been formed. 
of the town, the number of signatures could have Mr. Madison told us in the convention that it 
been doubled;”’ or, ‘‘ if there had been time to see || was wrong to admit into the Constitution the idea 
them,a majority of the voters of the town would || of property in man; but these propositions pro- 
have been glad to sign it.’? The little town of || pose to interpolate that idea; and, practically car- 
Natick sends the signatures of two hundred and || rying it out, they run a black line at latitude of 
fifty-nine of her citizens. What the number of |} 36° 30’, and give a constitutional protection to 
voters of that town is, I do not know; it is the || slavery in all territory now belonging to the Re- 
residence of the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. || public south of that line; and to make the case 
Witson,} who will know best. still more offensive, and more impossible to be 
Mr. WILSON. Twelve hundred. received at the North, they make it applicable to 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. The vote of the town || all territory hereafter acquired; so that the flag of 
of Scituate, at the last election, was three hundred || the Republic, as it moves southward, shall always 
and fifty—one hundred and ninety-five being for || be the flag of slavery,.and every future acquis 
John A. Andrew for Governor. Three hundred || tion in that direction shall Ge Africanieed: and 
and eighteen signatures on this petition are from || all this by virtue of the Constitution of the United 
the townof Scituate. Ballardvale,a little hamlet || States. This is bad enough in an age of civiliza- 
where woolen goods are manufactured, contains || tion; but it is not all. Still further: they instst 
fifty-four legal voters, and appends forty-one sig- || upon giving constitutional guarantees to slavery 
natures from that number to this petition. In || in the national capital, and in other places with!" 
Wendell, seventy-seven votes were cast for John || exclusive Federal jurisdiction. Nor is this a. 
A. Andrew; 4nd one hundred and seven of her |} As if to do something repugnant to just prince” 
citizens have signed this petition. Cohasset gave || ples, and especially offensive to the people °' 
Mr. Andrew one hundred and twenty-eight votes, assachusetis, may prvpoe to despoil our co’ 
and appends one hundred and forty-two signa- || ored fellow-citizens there of political franchis : 
tures to this petition. Marblehead sends the sig- || long time secured to them by the institutions © 


natures of five hundred of her citizens. Some of || that honored Commonwealth. 
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now pray; and they insist that they shall be in- 
terpolated into the Constitution of the United | 
States. I have an infinite respect for the right of | 
petution, and I desire always to promote the inter- | 
ests and to carry forward the just and proper 
desires of my fellow-citizens; but I must express 
my regret that these gentlemen have missed the 
opportunity, when uniting in such numbers, of 
calling plainly and unequivocally, as lovers of the 
Union of their fathers, for two things—two things 
all-sufficient for the present crisis—with regard to 
which, I should expect the sympathies of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. First, that the Constitution 
of the United States, as administered by George 


Washington, to be preserved intact and blame- || 


less in its text, without any tinkering for the sake 
of slavery; and secondly, the verdict of the peo- | 
ple last November, by which Abraham Lincoln 
was elected President of the United States, be 
enforced without price or condition. Here is 
ground on which every patriot and loyal citizen | 
of the land can take his stand, and have over him | 
the flag of the Union. How much better this | 
than any scheme, device, juggle, hocus-pocus of | 
compromise. On such a ground, all men who 
really love the Union of their fathers, without an 
if or a but, can plant themselves. 

I remember, sir, that on the night of the pas- 
sage of the Nebraska bill—it was at midnight—I 


on, that the time forcompromise had passed. The | 
events taking place all verify this truth. It is ob- | 
vious that existing difficulties can now be arranged | 
only on permanent principles of justice, freedom, | 
and humanity. Any seeming settlement founded | 
on an abandonment of principles, will be but a | 
miserable patchwork, which cannot succeed. It | 
is only a short time ago, you will remeinber, that | 
the whole country was filled with shame and dis- | 
may, as the reports came to us of the surrender | 
of the southern forts; and when it was known that | 
Fort Sumter, toc. vas about to be given up, there 
was a cry that went forth from the hearts of the 
people, by which that fortress was saved, atleast | 
for the present. Propositions are made and 


brought forward by the Senator from Kentucky, || this was the case. “I 


and now enforced by petitions from constituents 
of my own State, calling upon the North to sur- 


render its principles—to surrender those impreg- 
1 | 


nable principles of human rights which constitute 
our northern forts. It is even proposed, sir, to 
surrender the principle of freedom in the Territo- 
ries—the Fort Sumter of the North. I trust, sir, 
that they will all yet be saved; and as their safet 
depends upon the people, and not upon a Presi- 
dent, I hope #hat a cry will go forth from the peo- 
ple like that which, only a few days ago, saved 
that other Fort Sumter when it was menaced. 
For myself, if I stand with many, or wich few, or 
alone, | have but one thing to say: ‘‘ No sur- 
render of the Fort Sumter of the North; no sur- 
render of any of our northern forts. No, sir; not 
of one of them.”’ 

But the bankers and the merchants of New 
York and Boston tell us that the Government shall 
not have money if we do not surrender our prin- 
ciples. Then again, sir, do I appeal to the peo- 

le. I believe that the American people are not 
ess patriotic than the French people, and that 
they only want the opportunity to come forward 
and supply the necessities of the Government, as 
the French people, only recently, at the hint of 
Louis Napoleon, came forward with their loan, 
all composed of small sums, in order to conduct | 
that war which ended in the liberation of Italy. 
Our Government stands on the aggregate virtue 
and intelligence of the people. It only remains, 
now, that we should make an appeal to the aggre- 
gate wealth of the people ‘The farmer, the me- 
chanic, the laborer—every man who truly loves 
his country, will contcibute out of his earnings 
to uphold the Constitution and the national flag. 
Out of these small sums, inspired by a generous 
patriotism, we shall have a full Treasury, even if 
the bankers and the merchants stand. aloof. 

There is but one thing, now, for the North to 

0. Itis, to stand firm in their position. They 
may be guided by the testimony of one of the 
pa enefactors of our country. I mean La 

ayette; who, in his old age, when his experience | 
hag been ripened by time; when he saw the old || 
tench revolution as a surviving actor and a sur- || 
Viving sufferer, from his seat in the Chamber of || 








| Mr. BINGHAM. 


‘| ance with these gentlemen. 





| compromise, 





| 


emn duty to declare that, in his opinion, they 
were to be referred, not so much to the bad pas- 


|| sions of men as to those timid cqunsels that sought 


to substitute Compromise for Principle. Lafayette 


} 
} 
| 
j 
i 
i 


now, and inspire them to stand firm against any 





for principle. 
I have no desire to press my motion to a vote. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I wish to present the reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of the State of Michigan. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
| in the chair.) The subject before the Senate has 
| not been disposed of. 
The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts withdrew the motion to print. 
Mr. CRBI'TENDEN. Mr. President, 
Mr. SUMNER. If the Senator from Ken- 
| tucky wishes to speak on it, I do not withdraw 
| the motion. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President—— 
Mr. BINGHAM. I had the floor, I believe. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
| from Michigan was recognized, but the Chair 
| understood that he wished to present a petition. 
| The present subject not being Rentead 
| Senator from Kentucky has the floor on the ques- 





|| tion before the Senate, being the motion to print 
made the declaration in the debate that then went || 


the petition offered-by him. 


Mr. BINGHAM. [I yield. 


the honorable Senator and his constituents who 
| have sent this petition here. He charges them 
| withignorance. He is better acquainted with them 


I have thought ita well-founded boast, that edu- 
cation at the North was more universal than in 
any other part of the Union; that the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts especially took the most 


|| parental care of her people, and that they were 


| generally more enlightened, and a more reading 
| and writing people, than the population of any 
| other State of the Union. I had supposed thet 
have no particular acquaint- 
The tie that is be- 
| tween us is that of our common citizenship. 
Another tie that is between us is the coincidence 
of our opinions and our attachment in favor of 





| this Union, and the honor they have done me in 


| confiding the presentation of this petition to my 
| hands. 

The gentleman says they have signed it out of 
ignorance. In presenting it, | supposed I might 
appeal to the Senate to give additional force and 
effect to this petition, because of the intelligence 
of the people by whom it had been sent. The 
gentleman supposes they have signed it without 
understanding it; and for the purpose of showing 
that they do not understand it, he has character- 
ized my resolutions so as to render it, as he sup- 
poses, impossible that an intelligent person could 
sign the petition. They would have spurned it, 
l understand him, instead of signing it, if they 
had understood it. It calls upon the North to 
abandon her settled and impregnable principles, 

| he says. What principles? To permit slavery, 
is all that is asked, in our present Territory. All 
that is asked is, that the condition of slavery shall 
remain in the Territory of New Mexico as it now 
is. That is the substance. When I first offered 
these resolutions, | presented them as a mere 
basis upon which to establish some measure of 
I invited gentlemen of all sides to 
suggest amendments and alterations, and partic- 
ularly I called their attention to that provision 
which embraced in these resolutions territory to 
be hereafter acquired. I stated that my principal 
inducement to it was that it might prevent, and 
would be calculated to prevent, the future acqui- 
sition of territory. e 

The North, the ruling power of the country, 
apprehensive that if southern territory was ac- 
quired slavery would be established there, would, 
of course, oppose such acquisitions. The South 
would oppose northern acquisitions in the same 
way, for the same reason. ButI said atthe same 


time, and I say now, that if this is not acceptable || 


as a comprehensive settlement, which is to settle 
now, and prevent hereafter, all controversy on 
this subject, it shall not be with me an indispens- 
abie condition. Whatright has the gentleman to 


| 


timid counsels that would substitute compromise | 


of, the | 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, it might | 


| seem to bea little ungracious.in me to step between | 


than I am; but it has been a boast long made, and | 
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Sir, it ss for these things that these petitioners \| Deputies, while recognizing the unutterablecalam- \| complain 
| ities of that revolution, said that it was his sol- || ments. T 
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, when he was invited to make amend- 
hese resolutions have been before us since 
the 18th day of December, and he has made no 
proposition to amend oralterthem? None. Here 
is a great measure of pacification. Every Sena- 


} pe | tor is bound, as far as he can, to contribute to the 
may well speak to his American ftellow-citizens, || 


settlement of our great national troubles. If the 
propositions | offered, and which | offered with 
diffidence, are not adequate to the purpose, if they 
ask too much, why have not gentlemen moved to 
amend? Why has the honorable Senator sat here 
for one month and more, and proposed no amend- 
ment to the propositions which he now rises to 
condemn his constituents for approving? 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator allow me 
to say, that every time I could get an opportu- 
nity, | have voted against his propositions? 1 
have missed no opportunity, direct or indirect, 
of voting against his propositions, from beginning 
to end, every line and every word of them. | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ido notcontrovert that, 
Mr. President; it may be so; but thatis not what 
Iam asking of the gentleman. It is: that if he 
desired union and conciliation at all, why did he 
not move to amend the propositions which he 
now condemns? 

Mr. SUMNER. I will answer the Senator 
Because I thought there could be no basis of peace 
on the Senator’s propositions. The Senator's 
propositions were wrong in every respect, in every 
line, in every word. Thatiswhatithought, I 
was for the Constitution of the United States— 
the Constitution of our fathers, as administered 
by George Washington. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If that was all true, 
and the gentleman desired an amicable settlement 
of the difficulties which now threaten the coun- 
try, had he no proposition whatever to make? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly; the proposition 
which I have already made, that the Constitution, 
as administered by George Washington, should 
be preserved pure and free from any amendment 
for the sake of slavery. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Why did he not move 
that?) Why did he sit sullen and silent here for 
one month or more, with his breast full of resent- 
ment? [Applause in the galleries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order will be 
preserved in the galleries, or they will be cleared 
immediately. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. With such a spirit of 
opposition to, and thinking as he did of, these 


resolutions, why did he not prepose to strike 


them all out? re 

Mr.SUMNER. Willthe Senator let meanswer? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes; I will. 

Mr. SUMNER. I did vote for the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
Crark.] I voted for it as soon as it could come 
to a vote; and that expresses precisely my ideas. 
That displaced the Senator’s proposition entirely 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. All that I say remains 
true. The Senator now has particularized some 
three or four instances in which he considered 
these resolutionsas particularly condemnable, and 
now denounces the ignorance of his constituents, 
as evidenced by their signing this petition. What 
are they? We wanfa guarantee for slavery, he 
says. Sir, the gentleman only half speaks the 
truth. He states it as though we had risen up here 
in a time of peace and quiet, to ask an alteration 
of the Constitution, simply for the purpose of ex- 
tending slavery. That is not the case. Of the ter- 
ritory acquired from Mexico by the common blood 
and the common treasure, all has been appropri- 
ated according to the wishes of the North, and the 
slaveholding States excluded. Here remains one 
arid, sterile Territory alone—New Mexico 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 
one having arrived, it becomes the duty of the 
Chair to arrest the discussién, and announce the 
special order, which is House bill No. 914. 

Mr. BIGLER. I move to postpone the order 


of the day, to allow the Senator from Kentucky 
to proceed. 


r. BAKER, 
consent. j 
Mr. TRUMBULL. If leave be given, I hope 
leave will be given to reply. If everything else 
a give way to this discussion, let us hear both 
sides. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. By gencral 
consent, the bill may be laid aside, and this dis- 
cussion proceed. 





It can be done by general 
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Mr. HALE. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being 
made, the vote must be taken. It is moved and 


to allow this discussion to go on. 


| 


Ta 


| 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair | 


feels bound to suggest to the Senator from Illinois 


|| that, by the rules of the Senate, a motion in re- | 
seconded that the order of the day be postponed || 


The question being taken, there were,-on a di- 


vision—ayes 19, noes 8; no quorum voting. 


Mr. BRAGG. 


There is evidently a quorum 


resent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I call for the yeas and 
nays. [**Qh,no.’’] The only object I have is | 
to get a quorum. 


Mr ANTHONY. I hope the debate will be 
allowed to go on informally. Let the special order 


be laid aside informally, by general consent, that | 


the Senator from Kentucky may proceed. 

Mr. POWELL. There is a quorum present, 
evidently. 

Mr. HALE. Is this question debatable ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
has not been decided. 

Mr. HALE. [thought the motion was to post- 


pone the special order, and allow the debate to || 


rooon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
motion; but no vote has been had indicating the 
presence of a quorum of the Senate. The yeas 
and nays were demanded, but have not been or- 
dered. 

Mr. BIGLER. Let us order them. 

Mr. HALE. 
cause I think a period of the session has arrived 
when, if we ever intend to do anything, we ought 
to do it, and we ought to be about it; and, with 


all respect to the Senator from Kentucky and the | 


Senator from Massachusetts—I listen to them 
with as much pleasure as anybody, and I have 
had a good deal of that pleasure this session, 
{laughter,] not particularly from the Senator from 
Massachusetts—I say that I think it is time the 
Senate went to the practical business of the coun- 
try. The demands of the country are not forany 
more speeches, but for practical business, if we 
ever mean to do any; and I am glad the yeas and 
nays have been called for, so that the country 
may know who it is that come here to make and 
to hear speeches that can possibly tend to no sort 
of good on earth, but may do mischief. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope, if the Senator is so 
much opposed to speeches, he will quit, and let 
us vote. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HALE. I will say that that is the best 
speech | ever heard from the Senator from Illi- 
nois, because it is the shortest. [Laughter.} I 
give up now, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
{Laughter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
before the Senate 1s that House bill No. 914, which 
is the order of the day at one o’clock, being the 
unfinished business of yesterday, be postponed, 
in order that the discussion upon the petition 
which has been presented may go on. The Chair 
will put the question again. 


Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; and | 


they were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire merely to say, that 
if this discussion is to go On by the Senator from 
Kentucky, | trustit will notbe arrested the moment 
he is through. The time of the Senate has been 
tuken up almost from its commencement by dis- 
cussions from persons who have sought to throw 
on this side of the Senate the responsibility for 
the present condition of things; and I think it is 
time that some reply should be made to these re- 
iterated statements. When a party has brought 
the country to the verge of dissolution, is making 
war upon it, capturing its troops, seizing its forts, 
firing into its vessels, dishonoring its flag,and yet 


talking about Union and peace, and appealing to | 
Republicans, who Rave never been in power, day 


after day, to save the Union, I think it is about 
time that we upon our side placed this respons- 
ibility where it belongs—upon the corruptions, 
the imbecilty, the irresolution—if I may not say 
the complicity with treason itself—of the party in 
power. Now, sir, if the discussion is to go on, 
and the time of the Senate is to be taken up, with 
only, as I think, about sixteen legislative days 
remaining from now to the 4th of March, with 


important bills pending, if every gentleman who | lv 
i || stance of the proposition, when you exclude from | 


| 


presents a petiuon is to makea speech, and time 
is to be taken up in that way, let us have it on both 
sides. 


That is the | 


I vote against this motion, be- | 


It accomplished its object. | 


The question || y 
an opportunity to be heard; and therefore I vote 
’ 








| be in order on a motion in regard to the order of 


tucky to finish his remarks? 


| of the day, in order to continue the discussion on || 


| as follows: 








! 


j 
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'| be violated? It may violate notions and opinions | 








| 
| 
| 
| 


| man, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Fitch, Foster, Green, 
| Hemphill, Johnson of Tennessee, Mason, Polk, Powell, 


| erence to those points which he has selected. 


gard to the order of business does not open the 
subject so that it can be discussed upon its mer- | 
its. Buta very brief discussion is understood to 


business, which is the motion now before the 
Senate, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Is this a motion to post- | 
pone the order of the day, so as to continue this 
debate, or simply to allow the Senator from Ken- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


understood it was a motion to postpone the order 


the motion to print the petition. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


| 
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As a mere question of equity between equal part- 
ners in the Commonwealth, is it too great a coy- 
cession? Is it more than an equal, or a ratal)lo 
or an equitable proportion? Certainly, I think: 
it cannot be said to be. It violates nothing but 


| some dogma that has been sometimes asserted by 


extreme members of the Republican party, that 
no slavery shall be allowed to exist in any Terri. 
tory, and that no future slave State shall be ad- 
mitted into the Union. It may violate that dogma: 
but, sir, does not this occasion call upon us to 
make sacrifices, if they are necessary, for the pres- 
ervation of peace and union inthe country? ‘That 
is a question submitted to the people of the United 
States; that is a question submitted to us. 

Your platform, gentlemen, [addressing the Re- 
a Senators, } is a little thing of but a hands- 

readth, manufactured by a few politicians. You 


Mr. SUMNER (when his nameewas called) || are governing a great nation. Are you to look 
said: I desire to give the Senator from Kentucky || to that platform, or look to the nation which you 


have been called, in the course of Providence, to 


‘6 wea? | govern? Is it a fitting measure by which to gov- 


Phe result was announced—yeas 23, nays 21; 


YEAS — Messrs. Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Cling- 


Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, 
and Wigfall—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Grimes, Hale, King, Latham, Pearce, Seward, Simmons, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—21. 

So the motion to postpone all prior orders was | 
agreed to. ; | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am not surprised | 
that Senators manifest such ay anxiety to do 
what is called the business of the session, and to 
proceed to that. I take no exception to it; no 
offense at it whatever. It is but little that I have 
to say, and it would have been said in less time 
than has been occupied in determining this ques- 
tion. I thought the gentleman was not exactly 
correct in stating the effect of the resolutions in- 
troduced by me; and I wish to say a word in ref- 


He says we ask guarantees in the Constitution 
for the protection of slavery in the Territories. 
By those resolutions, in all the territory north of 
the line designated, slavery is prohibited; all south 
of it, which, in reference to our present territory, 
is nothing more than the Territory of New Mex- | 
ico, the most sterile and worthless of its extent 
upon this whole continent, is reserved for the 
South; and how, sir? That slavery, as it now 
exists there, as a matter of fact, shall be recog- 
nized as existing; and that it shall continue until 
the population of the Territory warrants its ad- 
mission into the Union asa State. The people 
are then to decide for themselves, as ed wt 
whether they will have slavery or not. That is | 
the proposition, and that only. What principle | 
does this conflict with? All California—that vast | 
and rich territory—has been already converted | 
into a free State, and New Mexico is all that re- | 
mains of our conquest from Mexico. From all | 
the rest, the South—the slaveholding portion of | 
the community—are excluded. We do not ask | 
you here to initiate slavery; we do not ask you | 
to introduce slavery; we ask you simply to admit 
the fact that slavery does now exist by law in the 
Territory of New Mexico, and simply to agree 


that it shall continue so to exist until it becomes || language; you condemn it by that name. 


a State; that is all. 
This, the gentleman says, would violate prin- | 
ciple. What principle? 


|| Mr. CLARK. 


ny principle of equity || tions probably before us yet. 


} 


| ern the nation? Although every principle an- 

nounced in the platform may be to your 
hearts, would you not sacrifice it rather than se: 
secession and revolution go on, and this country 
be necessarily dismembered? You are pledged 
by every principle of the Constitution, by every 
| principle of morality, by your own platform, to 
| preserve the Union of thiscountry. You obtained 
| confidence from the country by that pledge! De- 
| votion to the Union was assumed by you asa 
| peculiar principle and a peculiar duty of your 
| party. That is forgotten. When you cannot 
| carry outall your notions and preserve the Union, 
| is it better to let the Union go, and preserve every 
little peculiarity of doctrine, of opinion, which 
you may entertain; not of the essence of the Con- 
stitution, not belonging to the Constitution; but 
which, according to your fancy and notions of 
morality, you may desire to see carried into effect? 
Will you carry all these into effect, and let the 
Union go down and be destroyed? That is the 
| question. These twenty-two thousand patriotic 
citizens of Massachusetts have said, let the Union 
be preserved; and so, gentlemen, | persuade my- 
self that you yourselves will say. 

Mr. SUMNER. Every citizen of Massachu- 
setts will say, let the Union be preserved. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. And, if possible, with- 
out the use of arms, or force, or bloodshed. 

Mr. CLARK. Or compromise. 

Mr.CRITTENDEN. ‘No compromise”? is 
your word. 

Mr. CLARK. ‘Or compromise,’’ I said. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I do not understand 
| the gentleman. . 

I said ‘* or compromise,”’ fol- 
| lowing the language of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr.CRITTENDEN. Compromise isa word 
that seems to be rejected. I do not consider that 
I am asking a compromise or a concessign; but 
gentlemen denominate it so who want to assume 
| themselves to be donors in this matter. They 
| yield nothing of their constitutional right, accord- 
| ing to my notion. It is you who call it compro- 
| mise, and then make war upon the word that you 
| yourselves use; but I am willing to so call it; | 


} 
| 
| 
j 
| 
} 
| 





‘| am willing even so to accept it, if it would be 


| granted in any form; but you condemn it in that 
Weil, 
| sir, thatis all I desire to say now. I wish to create 
| no excited or heated debate. We have great ques- 

I wish to avoid 


or justice as between the several States of the || everything like personality or invective or heart- 


Union? Is there any constitutional principle to 
which gentlemen entertain outside of the Consti- 
tution; it may violate anti-slavery notions; but it 


I have heretofore understood it, does it violate | 
even the notioys of the Republican oon They 
go against the extension of slavery. I thought 
their doctrine was to let it rest where it existed, | 


does not violate the Constitution; nor, so far as | 
| 


but not to extend it; and now here a question | 
comes up, whether you will recognize it as it in | 


point of fact exists, and as you know it to exist, 
and allow it to remain until the people, by com- 
ing into the Union as a State, have the right to 
decide it for themselves. That is the whole sub- | 


| burning here, that we may reserve ourselves calm 


and wise to the last, and endeavor to save our 
country. I believe it is necessary to save it. | 
believe, gentlemen, that you must do something, 
or the country cannot be saved. The question 
is, whether you will hang now upon little points 

| and little questions—comparatively little; com- 
pared to the preservation of the Union, small and 
insignificant indeed—which of them you will let 
pass by, if, in your consciences, you think you 
are making a sacrifice. ; ig 
I have said before, that here, on this occasion, 

1 do not present myself as the advocate of slavery, 
but as the advocate of the Union. It is there that 
1 stand; and my honest efforts are directed to that 
| end, to preserve my relations to the North, to 


it after-acquired territory. Where isthe principle || preserve my relations as countrymen in this Uhion 


of the Constitution that this violates? 


owhere. || with you and every one of you. 
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the North. I love the South. I think I may say 
that I have every proper patriotic regard to every 
portion of my oer I do not agree to the 
doctrine that the North hates the South, or that 
the South hates the North. There are individuals 
in both sections who indulge such feelings. I have 
not indulged them myself; and I do not believe it 
is true, as to the masses of the people anywhere. 
I see, in these petitions that come here for the 
existence and continuance of a fraternal Union, 
evidence grateful to my heart that that is not the 
sentiment which prevails in this country. No, 
sir; the people of this country love the Union; 
the people of this country are proud of this great 
nation. They have enjoyed blessings under it, 
and they desire to preserve it. ‘‘ God and the 
country,”’ is the great sentiment existing among 
our people in every section of our Union. I grant 
it. Every effort should be made that fraternal 
affection can suggest for the settlement of this 
question. Great sacrifices would not be too great 
a price to pay for Union. 

Sir, here we stand. Revolution, to a certain 

extent, has gone on and been successful. It will 

o on still further, unless those that are yet adher- 
ing to their duty shall be satisfied by something 
that you will do. Ido not speak of what I, my- 
self, would individually require, but what the 
millions that are represented here from States yet 
adhering to this Union require. You must have 
a great motive, I am sure, to perpetuate and to 
secure the Union as far as it still exists; and by 
means of it we may hope ultimately to restore 
every State of the seceding number that have gone 
out from us. I hope we may do it; I believe we 
can do it; but we cannot do it by angry debates; 
we cannot do it by heated discussions here; we 
cannot do it by criminations afftd recriminations; 
we cannot do it by denunciations. Depend upon 
it, that is not the way todoit. I wish to practice 
every degree of forbearance until the last moment 
of deliberation has been exhausted here, and until 
I find that no settlement can be obtained, that 
some fatal prejudice, that some fatal predeterm- 
ination on this subject, has destined the country 
toruinand dismemberment. I regretevery heated 
and excited debate that I hear on this floor. Why 
is it that gentlemen begin to feel a particular impa- 
tience when anything is said or done, or attempted 
to be said or done, in respect to that subject that 
is so much greater than all—the preservation of 
the country and the Union? Senators talk about 
the little business of Congress—little it is, if the 
country is to be ruined. Save the country, and 
then administer to its wants; then provide for its 
necessities; then provide for the means of admin- 
istration; but that which is precedent to all, and 
paramount to all, is the very subject about which 
particular impatience is manifested in this body; 
and we are told we should do the business of the 
Senate. Wecannot shut our eyes to what is going 
on. We know that revolution has dismembered 
the land already to the amount of six or seven 
States. We know that that fatal temperament is 
extending itself or liable to extend itself, and yet 
we manifest impatience when anything is proposed 
po in regard to a remedy for that spreading 
evil. 

Mr. President, all that could be said of them, if 
these resolutions were accepted, would be that the 
extreme regard which they have manifested for 
the preservation of the Union has impelled them 
to this error, if error it can be called; an error that 
certainly leans on virtue’s side; an extreme anx- 
lety to preserve the relations of brotherhood which 
exist between them and the other portions of this 
country. That is the cause of it—an honest and 
honorable patriotic error, that does not deserve 
condemnation, It proceeds from sound hearts, 
from good hearts, who know of no sacrifice too 
creat, who have no opinion upon a mere matter 
of policy, or a question of mere conscience, that 
they would not rather sacrifice or give up or yield 
to the opinion of millions of their countrymen for 
the preservation of the Union. That is where 
these petitioners stand. 

As for slavery in the District of Columbia, that 


do 
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ections which the gentleman urges. Why, Mr. 
resident, that has always been a disputed ques- 
tion as toits lin i An, ~ andallthatlask you 
is, to let things alone; do not now, in this moment 
of trouble, undertake to disturb them. Let it re- 
main. Virginia and Maryland originally made 
the cession; and let it remain while these States 
retain slavery; and let Congress say it shall re- 
main in the position it was when it was ceded to 
them, unless Virginia and Maryland shall assent 
to the change. ‘That is what is asked in this re- 
spect; and that concludes all his objections, ex- 
cept as to slavery in places under the special con- 
trol of Congress within the States where it exists; 
places for fortifications, places for arsenals, places 
for navy-yards—a thing too inconsiderable to be 
discussed now. 

Mr. President, I am very sorry for the time I 
have occupied; and without further debate, I shall | 
take my seat. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President 

Mr. SUMNER. Allow me one word. 

Mr. CLARK. I will waive my right for a 
moment. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave no desire to prolong 
this debate, or to occupy the time of the Senate. 
I will make two remarks. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky is notaware of his own popularity in Mas- 
sachusetts, of the extent to which his name is 
there an authority, of the willingness of the peo- 
ple of that State to adopt anything that bears his 
respectable name. Ido notthink thatdistinguished 
Senator is aware of that fact; consequently he is 
not aware how easily the people of Massachusetts 
may be seduced to adopta proposition bearing the 
name which they so much respect; when, if they 
examined that proposition, they would at once 
reject it. Now,all that I would suggest in regard 
to these petitioners is that, under the lead of that 
distinguished Senator, they put their names to a 
paper which, I think, they didnot, in all respects, 
in all its bearings, in all its obligations, in all its 
propositions, fully understand. I will do them 
the justice to believe that, if they did know all the 
bearings of those propositions, they would not put 
their name to any such paper. 

That is all | have to say on that point; but I | 
wish to make one other remark on another. The 
Senator intimated, if lunderstood him aright, that 
his propositions, at least in his own mind, were 
not applicable to territory hereafter acquired. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. No; I do not mean to 
be understood as saying that. 

Mr.SUMNER. I understood the Senator so. | 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I said I did not consider 
that proposition as an essential part of mine; that 
I did not intend to insist upon it, if I found it 
would not be acceptable. I did not intend that 
that should be any obstacle to an adjustment, and 
I would propose to strike it out, if necessary. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator did not consider 
that proposition an essential part; and yet in the 
Journal of the Senate, which is now before me, 
in the yeas and nays, | find his name recorded in 
the affirmative on introducing those words, ‘* now 
held or hereafter to be acquired”’ into the propo- 
sition. There is the record; the name of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky answering yea, when we 
were all asked to answer yea or nay on that prop- 
osition. 
Mr. CLARK. I was one of those who voted | 
against continuing this discussion to-day 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the gentleman 


| 
allow me a single moment? | 
} 
| 
| 











Mr. CLARK. Certainly. . 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. t aia, upon the motion 
of my colleague, vote for his amendment, and 
would be content with it; but subsequent refiec- 
tion, and the objections made to it here and else- 
where, have satisfied me that I ought not to ad- 
here to it, if it was to become an obstacle to 


the explanation. 
Mr. CLARK. I remarked, Mr. President, that | 
I was one of those who voted against continuing 
this discussion to-day. I did not believe, when 


prevent the passage of these resolutions. That is || 
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has existed a long time. That is one of the ob- | { gave that vote, that any good would result from 
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it; and though I have now taken the floor to re- 
sume this discussion, I am still of the same opin- 
ion; and if the Senate desire to resume the busi- 
ness which was under consideration yesterday, or 
any other business which may be of practical im- 
portance, I will cheerfully give way for them so 
to do; or, if the Senator from Missouri desires to 
continue the remarks which he proposed to make 
yesterday, I will give way for that purpose—any- 
thing which may bring good. 

Mr. GREEN. I will not interfere at all with 
this discussion. When the Senator is through, 
and the Senate resumes the consideration of the 
bill on which I took the floor, I then propose to 
address some remarks to the Senate; but at pres- 
sent I decline doing so. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
allow me a moment. 

Mr. CLARK. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to suggest to the 
Senator from New Hampshire that, instead of 
continuing this discussion, we take up the bill 
which we left unfinished last night, and proceed 
with our regular business. The session is very 
near its close, and we on this side will be held 
responsible for the proper bills to support the 
Government. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I will say to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, if he will move to ponpons 
this subject to any future time, so that I may have 
an opportunity of speaking upon it, I will cheer- 
fully acquiesce. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I move that this ques- 
tion be postponed until this day next week, at one 
o’clock. 

Mr. CLARK. An earlier day; say Monday. 
j Mr. CAMERON. Very well; I will say Mon- 

ay. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the further consideration of this subject be 
postponed until Monday next, for the purpose of 
taking up the bill which was before the Senate 
yesterday—the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (HI. R. No. 714) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1862; the penne question being on con- 
curring in the following amendment, made as in 
Committee of the Whole, to add as an additional 
section: 

‘ind be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to cause to be constructed 
for the United States Navy, at as early a day as practicable, 
having due regard to efficieney and economy. seven steam 
screw sloops-of-war, of the second class, as vessels are rated 
in the Navy, with full steam power, whose greatest draught 
of water shall not exceed fourteen feet, which sloops shall 
combine the heaviest armament and greatest speed compat 
ible with their character and tonnage ; and for the purpose 
above specified, the sum of $1,200,000 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 


otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr.GREEN. Mr, President, it might be sup- 
posed that the line of my remarks is not appro- 
priate to the present bill now pending before the 
Rocan but, under the circumstances growing out 
of the character of the speeches made on the pend- 
ing amendment, | think them entirely appropriate. 
The exact subject-matter upon which the Senate 
must now act, and to which the attention of the 
Senate ought to be directed, is, the propriety of the 
appropriation of $1,200,000 to build seven new 
screw steamers of certain dimensions and draught. 
In itself, it would seem to be a matter of very small 
importance; but when the intent with which itis 
now urged is shadowed forth by its friends, it 
stikes the public mind with so much force that 
we cannot resist the occasion to meet them in th 
proper spirit, At atime when the Treesury is 
depleted; at a time when there is no actual neces- 
sity for an increase of our naval force; at a time 
when, unfortunately, we have been driven into the 
market to borrow nearly seventy million dollars, 
in addition to a proposition to increase the duties 


I hope the Senator will 
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upon all imported goods; and besides all this, 

when honest contracts are urged for payment, | 
when the creditors of the Government are beg- | 
ging you to pay them, they are put off with the 
poor and tiserable plea, that we Sao not money 
to pay; men who have credited this Government 
for eighty years, who have advanced money and | 
have never received it back, are to be pushed 

aside on the poor plea that we are not able to pay | 
them now, and when you undertake to pay them 
the plea is urged, also, that the Govermaent is 


——— 
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. 
, not send your Armyand your Navy there to pro- 


| ticle. 


presumed always to be ready, and therefore you || 
will not pay interest—in this contingency and || 


under this state of things we are asked to appro- || 


priate $1,200,000 to build seven new steamers! 
ask this question, and I want the country to | 
respond to it, whether the Senate does or not: is 


to borrow money for that purpose—for it is to bor- | 
row money? To what purposes are these steam- | 
ers to be applied?. Why is it at this time, when 
our resources are less than they have been for 
many years, when ourcredit is lower than it has 
been for a long number of years, why is it now 
deemed necessary to borrow $1,200,000 to build 
seven new steamers? This question would have 
been pertinent; it is now pertinent; it will remain | 
pertinent; but the purpose was disclosed in the 
speech of the honorable Senator from New York. 
I do not mean the thin, keen-visaged, eagle-eyed | 
Senator, but I mean the bellicose Senator, [laugh- 
ter,] whose voice is still for war, whose objectis 
to involve us in serious, deadly conflict; and he 
says he wants them to coerce sovereign States. 
Why, sir, when we have been begging for some 

rivate claims of a few dollars, the cry was, we 
fad not the money; and when we answered it and 
said: ‘*all we want is an acknowledgment of the 
debt; we will take your credit for them,’’ a deaf 
ear was turned tous. When an application for 
$120,000,000—not thousands, but $120,000,000— 
to build a railroad to the Pacific was made, it was 
adopted almost by acclamation. When the re- 
sources from the public lands, amounting to 
$3,500,000 annually, were proposed to be taken 
away by a homestead bill, to give to the vaga- | 
bonds and scoundrels sent out from your over- 
grown cities, that was adopted with avidity. You | 
vote away all your resources; you vote away | 
$120,000,000. hen we ask you to pay an hon- | 
est debt, you say you have not got the money, 
and you will not therefore acknowledge it. Then 
you get up and say, give us $1,200,000 to build 
seven new steamevs for war purposes, to coerce 
those States who deem themselves injured, and, 
in the exercise of their sovereign aden, choose 
to say they secede from the Union. 

Mr. President, it resolves itself into this ques- 
tion-—not the protection of public property; not 
the enforcement of the laws; but, has any State 
a right to secede; and if she has the right under 
any circumstances and in any contingency, who 
is to be the judge of the circumstances that jus- | 
tify it? If the Federal Government is to be the 
lalam: the right does not exist. That is a denial 
ef the right. If the State is to be the judge, that 
is an admission of the right. Who then 1s to be 
the judge; and if a wrong decision is made, on 
whom does the responsibility fall, and what con- 
sequences are to follow ? Talk to me about en- 
forcing the law! Why, sir, there is no man in | 
the United States but what says ‘“‘enforce the 
law;’’ but enforce it where? Enforce it where 

ou have jurisdiction; enforce it over your Union. 


| 
there such a pressing necessity as to require of us | 








has the right to secede and does secede, she is no 
longer a part of the Union; and the enforcement 
of the law within the Union does not include the 
right to enforce it in a seceding State. Protect 
public property, you say? So say I. Whateveris | 
— property, protect; protect it against John | 
rown and Montgomery and the Abolition hordes 
who rush into Missouri and Virginia. That isa | 
different question. But whatis public Property? 
ie 

| 


That does not still meet the question; for if a State 
| 





That property which is appropriated to pub 
purposes within the Union; not property outside 
of the Union. 
You have public property at Spezzia, on the 
Mediterranean; but I venture tosay, that you will 
not send your ee and your Navy and your 
seven new steamers there, if the Government there 
says the circumstances of thatcountry require you 
to desist. You have public property in the city of | 


THE 
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tect it. ou own itas a mere proprictor,and you 

are subjects to the local law, the law of Great Brit- 
7 ; 

ain. You have public property in other parts of 


the world, but you cannot protect it with military i But in regard to a State—a member of 


power. You can negotiate and insist upon a pro- 
tection of your rights; but that is all. 

Have you public property in South Carolina? 
for I intend to reduce this question to its simple 
elements. I answer, you have not one single par- 
The right to secede is a question that I 
postpone for after consideration. If, however, the 
right to secede is admitted, whatever forts, maga- 
zines, arsenals, or other public property had beer 


pee iito ia or improved by the 


‘ederal Government, cease to be public property 
of the Union; they follow, necessarily, the action 
of the local sovereignty. Fort Sumter this day is 
wrongfully held by thisGovernment; it isan act of 
war against the State of South Carolina. But you 
say, the Federal Government built it. I answer, 
yes; with the consent of the State. When? When 
that State was a part of the Federal Union. For 


_ whose benefit? To protect Washington city? No. 








| 


| 


London, where your minister resides. You will || up by the misconduct of its members, it will never 


| its. 
| the act is yet complete or not; but I do ny there 
| never was an instance—you may search t 


| To protect New York? No. To protect Boston? 


No. To protect Charleston? Yes. Now, a fort 
built for the purpose of protecting the city of 
Charleston, is, it seems, to have its ponderous 
guns turned and their frowning mouths directed 
against the very city for whose benefit it was 
erected. 

Whose money paid for it? you may ask. I 
answer, the money of the Federal Treasury. You 
then will ask this additional question: if the Fed- 
eral Treasury built the fort, and manned the fort, 
and armed the fort, although it was intended for 
the protection of South Carolina, can South Car- 
olina, by an act of secession, reclaim that and take 
Federal property? I give you this answer: South 
Carolina contributed her bes proportion for the 
building of all the forts; and she contributed as 
much to build Fort Columbus, and every northern 


|| fort, and every other southern fort as she did to 


build Fort Sumter; so that, in the adjustment of 
the accounts, there is no injustice done to any por- 
tion of the Union. She paid to build Fort Mc- 
Henry, Fortress Monroe, Fort Columbus, and all 
the other forts stretching from her northern line 
around to the extreme West—even along the great 
lakes. She paid her full proportion; and if we paid 
our proportion for Fort Sumter, it is no injustice 
to divide. 

For what object was it erected? It was erected 
to protect the city of Charleston and the State of 
South Carolina. But I will goa step further than 
that. I say there never was an instance in the 
history of the world, where a State seceded or 
revolutionized, when the act was complete, that 
any other State claimed the forts within her lim- 
I shall hereafter come to the point whether 


e rec- 
ords of the world—where a State revolutionizes 


'| or withdraws from an association of States, that 


any other Power claimed a fort situated in her 
limits. 

Hence, when you talk about protecting the prop- 
erty of the United States, everybody will say that 
is right; butitleaves —— still unanswered, 
what is the property of the United States. When 

ou talk about enforcing the laws within the 
jurisdiction of the United States, everybody res- 
ponds, yes; but itleaves the question still unan- 
swered, what are the limits of the United States. 
Hence, the whole of it, disguise it as you may, 
resolves itself into this one question: has the State 
the right to secede, and has the State, in fact, se- 
ceded? I challenge the world to meet that ques- 
tion, if you concede the right and the fact. There 
are two points in it: the right, and the exercise of 
the right. You may concede the right to all 
States; for if it exists with one, it exists with all. 
They are all on perfect terms of equality; every 
State in this Union acquired since the original 
thirteen formed the Confederation, is on exact 
terms of equality; and a Union not based upon 
terms of equality would not be worth preserving. 

Individuals may rise in a community, violate 
the laws, and subject themselves to punishment; 
but that never meets the real question that we 
have to consider. Our Government is one of its 
own peculiar kind. This association of States is 
such a one as never existed before; and if broken 
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have its counterpart. Individuals in a single Goy- 
ernment can commit treason, can commit rebel- 
lion, can violate the laws. Individuals in an 
associated Government can do the same things, 
ut ' L , the asso- 
ciation—it brings up a different question for con- 
sideration. A county in a State is an integral 
part of the State; an individual of a State is an 
integral part of a State; but this Federal Govern- 
ment is, as expressed by Mr. Calhoun, a multi- 
ple of units. Each State being an entirety, an 
entity, a thing of itself, having power to breathe 
and exist, it goes into this multiple by its own 
voluntary action. 

In all such cases, every sovereignty can go out 
of its own voluntary action, it being an entiret 
and a unit, and not a few individuals; and all this 
talk about coercing springs from a confounded 
notion of thought—I mean an uncomprehended 
consideration of the subject, that they are indi- 
viduals, and not State sovereignties. They con- 
found the idea, and undertake to liken a State in 
the Union toa county in a State; but more differ- 
ent ideas could not possibly be presented. A 
county in a State is a fragment of a State; a State 
in the Union is an entirety; it isa unit; it is a 
voluntary member of an association. The county 
is no voluntary member, because every county in 
a State but one may vote for a law, and yet that 
one ke bound by it. Any county in a State, there- 
fore, that revolts; any fragment of a united sover- 
eignty that flies off; any segment of an entire 
circle that is broken, in a political sense, is rebel- 
lion; but when you take an association resting 
upon volition, resting upon consent, and that con- 
sent is withdrawn, and the determination is ex- 
»ressed to cease to be in the association, that 
State is no longer one of the Confederation. I 
know the question may be asked: what will jus- 
tify such an act? I will not answer; and why? I 
have no right to answer. 

The State must take the responsibility ; the State 
itself, is the judge of what will justify it. Ifany 
other power is the judge, the right does not exist; 
and to assert thatiny other power is the judge, is 
to deny the right. Each State must judge for 
itself. But suppose the State judges wrongfully 
and decides improperly, and on mere pretense 
says: ‘* We will dissolve the association into 
which we have i entered;’’ then the 
State has done wrong. ho is to punish the 
State? Nobody. Who is to condemn the State? 
The enlightened judgment of mankind. That is 
all. There is no other tribunal that can possibly 
pass judgment upon her. Who passed judgment 
upon the Revolution of 1776? The enlightened 
judgment of the world. Was that war, waged by 
George III, on the advice of his ministers, a right- 
ful or a wrongful war? Everybody inthe United 
States says it was a wrongful war. What was 
the object of that war? To reduce the thirteen 
colonies to subjection. Why was it a wrongful 
war? Did not these colonies belong to Great 
Britain? Yes. Were they not subject to the 
control of the British Crown? Yes. Did they not 
throw off their allegiance and renounce it, say- 
ing that they would hold England, as they did all 
the rest of the world, in peace friends, in war en- 
emies? Yes. Was not this rebellion? Yes. If 
it was a rebellion, even a case of rebellion you say 
was justifiable, and a war made against rebels was 
a wrongful war. Every man, woman, and child 
in the United States says even that. Recollect, 
the colonies were not component parts of a Gov- 
ernment, formed by the voluntary action of in- 
dependent communities. They were colonies 
planted, conquered, or purchased by Great Britain. 

Even in that case, everybody says the war was 
a wrongful war, brought on by the —— ac- 
tion of the ministers of George III. If that be 
true, how much stronger, how much more palpa- 
ble, and how much more extraordinary would it 
be if herein an association of equals—each one 
coming in by its own consent, and each one going 
out by its own consent—when one goes out, you 
are to undertake to exercise military power and 
control, and bring on war by the action of the 
Federal Government. Who would be the wrong- 
ful actor in this light? It would be the Federal 
Government. I do not anticipate any prem diffi- 
culty, because I know the good sense, I know the 
sound judgment, and I know the warmth of heart 
of the American people will prevent all of this; 
and the few politicians who, to make themselves 
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conspicuous, talk about war, and yet would be 
the first to run, do not amount to the weight of a 
feather in the scale. 
that they cannot run fast, [laughter,] and would 
only be shot in the back. 


But, Mr. President, it is our duty here to incul- | 


cate a spirit in the minds and hearts of the people 
which will dispose them to actin the best manner 

ossible. We are presumed to be representative 
men; we are presumed to reflect the will of those 
who sent us here; and acting in that capacity our 
words are treasured up, however foolish they may 
be, and however ridiculous they are; and they are 
not simply attributed to us as individual mem- 
bers of the Senate, but they are, often meeeoeeny 
ascribed to the power behind us—the people we 
represent. Let us, therefore, be cautious in the 
employment of words; let us remember that this 
Union, as much as we love it, can only be pre- 
served by the same means that brought it into 
existence. What are they? Was any State ever 
whipped into the Union? Then no State can ever 
hereafter be whipped in; else that will be a differ- 
ent Union. Was any State ever coerced into the 
Union? 


As the States came in by their own voluntary 
act, they must remain in by their own voluntary 
act; and when they go oul, as they contributed to 
pay the general expenses for fortifications and 


armies while they were in, every fortification which | 


is necessarily local, and within the jurisdiction of 
a seceding State, belongs to that State, and was 
intended for the benefit of that State. South Car- 
olina has as much claim to Fort Columbus in New 
York harbor this day 4s the United States has to 
Fort Sumter; and the same right to attack Fort 
Columbus as the United States has to attack Fort 
Moultrie; and I pledge you one feeble arm to act 
in a contingency that may arise as soon as the 
United States undertake to attack Fort Moultrie 
or any other fort; and if they do not surrender 
Sumter pretty quick, it will be attacked on the 
other si 

military position within the jurisdiction of a for- 
eign State against the will of that State. I must 


| 
| 
| 


Seme of them are so large || 


Then no State hereafter can be coerced | 
into the Union; else that will be a different Union. | 


», and it ought to be, for it is holding a | 


say, that 1 commend the honor and forbearance of | 
South Carolina; and she has done it to prevent the | 
effusion of blood; and she has done it with the | 


hope that the good sense of the people would come 
to a proper understanding of the subject, and ad- 
just these difficulties on an honorable and states- 
manlike compromise, or a peaceful separation. 
The alternative has been presented to us, and 
we are compelled to act upon it. I said, in the 
beginning of this session, that Congress would 
do nothing; that there was a feeling among the 
eople that would drive them with hot haste; and 
} thought South Carolina was too hasty; but, 


whether she was or not, she must be the judge. | 


I was afraid she would be too hasty, and afraid 
othee States would be too hasty. 
whole of the States to consult; and I preferred 


that even Missouri, as remote as she is, should || 


be taken into consultation with others. I knew 
that her patriotic heart throbbed with emotion for 
this Union; but not that kind of Union which 
some Senators speak of when they simply say, 
* Union! Union!’’ but a constitutional Union; a 


Union protecting the rights of the States, and the | 
people of the States; and I am really tired of hear- | 


wanted the | 


ing long memorials and petitions and speeches, | 
with nothing but ** Union!” “* Union!” [ would | 
challenge Barnwell Rhett to answer whether he | 
is not in favor of the Union; I would challenge | 


Mr. Yancey, are you not for the Union; and they 
would both answer * yes,”’ with as much empha- 
sis and sincerity as the Senator from Maine and 
the Senator from New York. But then I come 
to ask the question, what Union do you want? 
“The Union of the Constitution,’? they would 
say. ‘* How do you construc that Constitution ?”’ 
Then they separate. One wants one kind of a con- 
stitutional Union, and the other wants another kind 
of a constitutional Union. 

Now, Mr. President, as we have arrived at this 


fearful crisis in our country’s nae let us have | 
1 


an honest understanding—either a Union about 


which there shall be no controversy with regard | 


to our respective rights, or no Union, and a sep- 
aration. That is whatI say. I have come to 
that point, and I intend to act upon it. No Union, 





| 


| has suffered no wrong; Maryland, Virginia, Ken- 


| here starving and begging for bread ?’’ This feel- 





| sorry to say it, and of Tennessee, has been of the 


| to Missouri; but it has stimulated northern men 
unless it be a Union upon which we can allagree. | 


do not want to be continually quarreling and || very violent, domineering, demanding, threaten- 


defying each other; one saying “*we can whip 
you,”’ and the other saying * we can whip you.” 
Are we not ashamed of that, as statesmen? One 


| threatens to march an army down South, and the || 


other says “come on, we will meet you.”? What | 
good can all that do? 
stand what we want, what we intend to insist upon, 
what we will have, or separate; and if we are 
forced to separation, had we not better do it peace- 
ably than by war? One says, ** Here is the great 
Mississippi, running from north to south, almost 
from forty-nine degrees north latitude to the Gulf, 
and we cannot divide the Mississippi.’’ It does 
not enter into the question at all. he Congress 
of 1815, at Vienna, settled the question of inter- 
national law governing the exit from navigable 
waters. The question has never been revived 
since. Brazil undertook to revive it, with regard 
to the Amazon. She undertook to make treaties 
with Peru, with Bolivia, and with New Granada, | 
conceding her right to close the navigation of the 
Amazon. The treaty was rejected. The treaty 
was called a treaty for fluvial navigation. Mr. 
Clay, who was then our minister at Peru, wrote 
an able argument against it. 

It was defeated in Bolivia, in Peru, and in New 
Granada, as conflicting with the established prin- 
ciples of international law, as settled by the Con- 
gress of Vienna in 1815; so that the question of 
the free navigation of navigable waters is not in- 
volved in it. [tis conceded that you may impose 

olice regulations to prevent smuggling and fraud; | 
put you cannot stop the navigation. Hence, that 
question is settled; and I say to the whole North- 
west, entertain no fears upon that question. Mis- | 


souri is as deeply interested in the navigation of || 
y g 


the Mississippi river as any other State, except 
Louisiana; and Louisiana, by her ordinance of 
secession, which I have here before me, has pub- 
licly proclaimed she will not interfere with that | 
free navigation. Hence, these are mere bugbears, | 
thrown in to frighten timid persons, that we can- 
not cut off and divide the Mississippi valley. 1 
hope and I trust it may never be divided; yet 
circumstances may arise, misconduct may be so 
great, oppression so intolerable, as to force us to 
divide; and if we do divide, had we not better 
divide peaceably than forcibly? If we are com- | 
pelled to divide, had we not better divide as hon- 
orable, thinking, and intelligent men, than as 
reckless brutes, governed alone by instinct? 

It is said by many here that South Carolina | 





tucky, and Missouri, have suffered it. I know 
that Maryland, Virginia, Kentucky,and Missouri 
have suffered ten times as much as South Carolina 
ever did; I might say a hundred times as much; 
but the fact that she acts in advance, whether we 
consider it hasty or inconsiderate or not, proves 
that she is aan patriotic, and true in her im- 
pulse. She is acting for our benefit. We may 
think a different policy would have been better, 
as I dothink; but it shows her regard for a great 
question involving all of us together; and notonly 
all of us, but the whole of the human race. It is 
not a question of slaves only. The very princi- 
ple that will permit them to attack one species of 
property against the Constitution, and break it 
down, will justify them in taking another species 
of property and confiscating thatalso. The agra- 
rianism of the North will spread from the success 
of their attempt to break down slavery in the 
South; and every property holder of New York 
and Boston is as much interested in repressing 
this attack upon private property as Iam. Let 
the populace rise; let the mob gather; let the im- 
pulse be given to them, and they will say: “* Why 
shall one man have 15,000,000, and we stand 


ing will be engendered. Law-abiding, orderly, 
good people ought, therefore, to repress every 
thing that leads to it. We of the South ought to 
repress it; you of the North ought to repress it; 
and, if it be not repressed, the consequences will 
come home to you in a more fearful degree than 
they can oinitty come to us. 

While Missouri has suffered so much, she has 
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Had we not better under- || 








been the last to act; yet that State will act. The 
action, however, of Kentucky, of Virginia, I am 
most disastrous character. It has done nokharm 


to make speeches, such as the Kine of New York, 
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ing, after he hears the returns from Tennessee. | 
am sorry that Virginia has lagged behind. If all 
these border States, as they are called, had come 
right up to the mark at once, we should have had 
a settlement, or a peaceful separation; and we 
shall never have it until that is done. 

Some persons say these southern States were 
precipitate. Grant it; I will not.stop to quarrel 
about that. What are we to do? Take things as 
we find them, and shape our action according to 
the necessities of the case. We do not make the 
rain; butif it rains we put up an umbrella over 
our heads. We do not make the sun shine, but 
yet we will raise a parasol to protect us from its 
rays. We did not make South Carolina go out 
of the Union. It may have been hasty, for aught 
I know. I will not say it was or not. What shall 
we do? Take that course which is best calculated 
to preserve our rights, either in the Union or in 
a new one. What course ought that to be? For 
every State to go out together—I mean all the 
slaveholding States. Do you say we desert our 
northern friends? No. dur warm sympathies, 
our high admiration for them will be as lasting as 
time; but we can best serve them by serving our- 
selves in this matter; because if the fifteen States 
were all to recede from the Union, associate to- 
gether, and say to the North, ‘do this and we 
are with you again,”’ the North would concede it 
to us; but if some are going off, and we are hesi- 
tating and higgling and doubting, it makes the 
North so confident in its power, that they say, let 
South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, 
and Florida go. Very well. Just as sure as you 
let them go, others will follow; and what other 
States will follow? Every slaveholding State, ex- 
cept Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia. Tam 
afraid of old Virginia. She is so hesitating, so 
timid, walking on egg-shells, and afraid she will 
mash them; but, just as sure as you live, if no 
adjustment on honorable terms is made in a sat- 
seleeeniry manner, Missouri, Arkansas, and Kan- 
sas will go. [(Laughter.] Yes, Kansas. Do not 
be surprised at thegise of that term. Montgom- 
ery does not rule there now. He can make his 
raids upon Missouri, and be driven back; they can 
make attacks from Lowa and be driven back; but 
the material interests of Kansas will force her to 
link her fortunes with Missouri. 

But for the hot-hed plants that have been planted 
in Kansas, through the instrumentality of the Em- 
igrant Aid Society, Kansas would have been with 
Missouri this day; and when these hot-bed plants 
die out—as they are fast dying out, and sending 
petitions to the binatct from Massachusetts, beg- 
ging for bread, that they are starving—as soon as 
they die out, the homogeneous character of the 
people will eee Tea them back into the 
arms of Missouri. They are begging for bread 
and begging for an independent State government; 
and then saying, ‘‘If you will not give us bread, 
give us land; we are starving.’’ I might ask the 


| question, can you eat land? ‘But it shows it is all 


a trick, a fraud gotten up through this Emigrant 
Aid Society. It will die out. Every attempt at 
fraud will be exposed sooner or later; and this 
miserable attempt is now being exposed, and the 
people are beginning to comprehend it. Even 
the traveling agents, who have gone abroad beg- 
ging for contributions to relieve poor, starving 
Kansas, have received more rifles, more lead and 
powder, than they have bread and meat. These 
are facts that I can prove in a court of justice. I 
know what I say; and no one who is acquainted 
with the subject will contradict me. Do you not 
see, therefore, it is all a preparation to attack Mis- 
souri? I was informed by the Governor of Kan- 
sas, two weeks before the thing took place, that 
he was in fearful apprehension that Montgomery 
would make an attack on Missouri, or the Cher- 
okee nation, and so on down to ‘Texas, for that 
was a part of their plan. It was to circumseribe 
slavery and break it down through the Cherokee 
nation, through the Choctaw nation, through the 
Creek nation, in the borders of Arkansas, and 
then into Texas; and that plan is not yet given 
up. It is smothered; it sleepeth for the time; but 
it will be revived again, unless we are prepared 
to meet it 

Now, Mr. President, what ought we todo? Live 
in what we call a fraternal relation, yet compelled 
to keep arms in our hands, or submit to depreda- 
tions upon our property? At the beginning of this 
session, I suggested the propriety of having an 
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armed police, controlled by the States, paid from 
the Fe | ral Treasury, to prevent these invasions | 
ind cnforce the fugitive slave law all along the line | 
separating the slaveholding from the non-slave- 
holding States It was met with derision. Ver 

well. When we divide, as divide we must, we shall 
have the same thing todo; but we shall have it to 
doin a larger degree. We shall then have to raise 
a very large army, and a strong military force, 
each watching the other; and the slightest inter- 
ruption may lead to a collision which will involve 
the whoie country in a bloody war. If my sug- 
gestion had been received, something might have 
been done; but my suggestion was only intended | 
as a means to check action and give time for re- | 
flection; for if the sentiment expressed by the 
North in the eléction of Mr. Lincoln is the set- 
Ued judgment of the North, and if the practice of 
the North in stealing our negroes is the settled 
practice of the North, | would not live with you 
one day; I would divide this hour, this minute. 
There are men, it is true, who say they would 
not steal a slave; but they would not preventany- 
body else from stealing one. There are men who 
say they have no objection to the fugitive slave 
law; but will they aid to execute it? Not one. Is | 
not there, then, that dangerous, miserable senti- 
ment we cannot tolerate and live in unity with? 

Perhaps it will be said the House of Repre- 
sentatives passed a very fine resolution pean, 
We have a right to notice the official proceedings 
of the House. They passed a resolution that they 
would not interfere with slavery in the States, 
and also that they did not intend todo it, embrac- 
ing two points: first, they would not do it, and 
second, they did not intend to doit. Now, I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate to a little cir- | 
cumstance that took place in this body not twelve 
months ago. lasked the question of several north- 
ern Senators: why do you wish to circumscribe 
slavery? Why fo it affect you to prevent the 
expansion and spreading of it in new Territories? 
The answer was, by hemming it in, the slaves 
will gradually become so nugerous, that slavery 
will become so unprofitable or dangerous that the 
master, perforce, will emancipate—thus seeking 
to accomplish by indirect means the very thing 
they swear in the House they do not desire to do 
by direct means. That is the purpose of every 
member of this Senate on the Republican side. 
If it is not, | would like for some one to rise and 
answerme. They have avowed it. Noone has 
denied it. [ have charged it upon them. Some 
of them were honest enough to confess it. Others 
chose to sit mute under the charge, thereby giv- 
ing ita confession. Therefore, to say, ‘* We do 
not intend to make adirectattack upon your State, 
but we will bring to bear a train of circumstances 
that will break down slavery in your State,”’ is 
just as base and as infamous as if you raised an 
army to attack us in the State. You are attack- 
ing the State of Missouri every day. 

Vhen you talk of enforcing the egitive slave 
law, you know it is notdone; and when you say 
you occasionally enforce it, you know also that 
nineteen out of twenty never come to the cogni- 
zance of the law. 

Mr. SEWARD. How would you enforce the 
law in respect to those that never come to the 
cognizance of the law? 

Mr. GREEN. I will tell you. Your abolition 
societies pay fifty dollars a head for every one 
stolen onl taken to the North. I would punish 
those societies; and if you were a Union-loving 
yeople, and observed your oath, you would do it. 
PA »plause in the Ge ore 

‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The galleries 
will be cleared, if the disturbance is repeated. 

Mr. GREEN. Why, sir, no rogue ever had a 
govt opinion of the law, when he felt the halter 

raw. | believe that is in Hudibras, somewhere. 
ir. ANTHONY. Something like it. 

Mr. GREEN. Now, sir, it is not simply the 
courts, not simply the liberty bills, not simply 
the official ects, of which Icomplain. These are 
but the bloom, as the miners would say, that blos- 
som out, Itis the deep-seated mind, the sentiment 
that has been inculcated at the North through the 
instrumentality of politicians, teachers of schools, 
tract societies, al everything that you can con- 
ceive of, which underlies those popular political 
indications, stronger than all of it. There is not 
one that dares run counter to it; and when our 
noble friends over on this side have stood up so | 
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| manfully, they have been cut down as with a || tended to be ver mad about it, but the Kentucki 


| sharp scythe, one by one, until every one must 
go; and why? Because there is a sentiment in- 
culcated there which is in direct conflict with their 
opinions. You have gottogo, (to Mr. Bricurt;] 
you have already gone, [to Mr. Fitcn;] and every 
one of you will go. Yes, sir,as the Senator from 
New York said, the “irrepressible conflict’’ will 
§° on. What did he mean by that doctrine? I 

o not suppose he meant a bloody war, for he is 
not a man of war; heis a man of words. What 
_ kind of conflict, then, did he mean? Why, acon- 


tinual agitation of the question, until they get us | 


in such trepidation and fear that, out of regard 
for personal safety, we would sell our negroes, or 
emancipate them, or run them off, and gradually 
work it down, Missouri first, Maryland next, 
Virginia next, until you crowd them down to the 
last extremity. That is the “ irrepressible con- 
flict;’’? and yet his friends in the other House 
vote that they do not intend to interfere with 
slavery in the States. 

Can that Senator reconcile his doctrine of the 
** irrepressible conflict,’’ that ali must be slave or 
all free, with an honest understanding of the vote 
of the House yesterday, that they did not intend 
to interfere with slavery in the States? Can any- 
body do it?) There is a fraud init. There isa 
system inaugurated to lull, to stop and suspend 
| action in the border States; and if I had the voice 
of a Boanerges, I would speak to old Virginia to 
rouse herself up and go to work, and not rest upon 
fancied security, and not content herself with these 
vague promises, all thrown out for the purpose of 
staying her action. Sol would say to Kentucky, 
Tennessee, and North Carolina. For Missouri 
I need not speak. She is ready to act; she intends 
to act; and ber duty and her interest prompt her 
| to act, and she will. 
| Now, sir, it is for the purpose of trying to come 
| to some fair understanding that we ought to dis- 
_ cuss this question, and not to inflame the passions 

of either side. I commend the spirit that prompted 


|| the honorable Senator from Kentucky in offering 


his propositions, not because I hope any good re- 
sult from them, for I do not. I desire a good re- 
sult; but do not entertain any hope of it. If the 
amendments he proposes were all adopted to-day 
unanimously by all the States of the Union, and 
the same feeling continued to exist that now ex- 
ists in the Abolition party, and the same practices 
were kept up, they would not be worth one single 
straw. As I said to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. Ciarx,] I believe it was, I say now, 
the present Constitution is good enough, as good 
as I want it, as good as anybody ought to desire 
it. We have not lived up to it. Plain and pal- 
pable provisions of it are violated with impunity, 
and not a representative of that party in this 
Chamber will say he will execute it. If they will 
not execute it, will they execute the Constitution 
as proposed to be amended by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky? Would any Republican 
Senator raise his finger to execute the fugitive 
slave law then, any more than he would now? 
You say you impose a penalty upon the States, 
if there be a rescue bya mob. As I have stated, 
the mob rescues one, and nineteen slip through 
the fingers of the law, and elude detection, and 
are spirited away through the instrumentality of 
those underground railroads; and fifty dollars a 
head are paid for them by the Abolition societies. 
l have heard of but two being taken for a long 
while; and I will relate thatcircumstance to give 
Sa an idea of the honesty and morality and re- 
igion of some of the Abolitionists. _ 

One of them was living over in Illinois. Two 
negroes escaped from Missouri on one side of the 
river. There was a Kentuckian living close by, 
and the owner went over to the Kentuckian and 
said to him, ‘*I have offered $800 reward for these 
two negroes; they will be sure to come to that 
Abolitionist’s house, for he keeps a station on the 
underground railroad.’’ The Kentuckian went 
over to the Abolitionist and told him about it, and 
said, ** Now, I will give you half of the reward 
if you will take them forme.”’ ‘* Well,’’ said he, 
*«[ will tell you what I will do; it will not do for 
me to catch them for you; but I will detain them 
_ here longenough for you to come and take them.”’ 
| The negroes came there. He took them in; he 
entertained them; gave them to eat; and sent his 
boy over to the Kentuckian, and the Kentuckian 
‘returned and got them. The Abolitionist pre- 





| received the $800 reward, and gave the Aboli- 
|| tionist one half. That is the only instance that 
| Lever heard of where an Abolitionist interposed 
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to catch a negro. ([(Laughter.] 

I am not talking fiction. I am simply stating 
plain, naked facts to illustrate the enormity of 
the attacks that are made upon us. What would 
any northern man say if he had to pay such re- 
wards for the recovery of his property? It is 
sometimes said: you do not recover all the horses 


that escape. No; but have you ever knowa an 


honest community employed in the business of 
ae horses, or preventing the recapture of 
stolen horses? Yet you think your communit 


| is honest who are engaged in doing this with re- 


gard to slaves.. I own slaves in Michigan this 
day. It would be worth more than my life to go 


for them. Will any Senator say he owns prop- 


—s Missouri,and that he is afraid to go afierit? 
Now, if this state of things is to continue, if 
this feeling is to be permanent, had we not better 


| Separate? I say we must have a retraction of 











northern sentiment, or a separation. There is no 
use of talking. We cannot have peace; we can- 
not maintain our trust; we cannot maintain our 
honor, unless there is that retraction. I shall be 
the last to separate from the Union, if I can help 
it; but I think the more speedy the action of the 
border States is, the better the prospect of a reac- 
tion in the northern mind. I think so, because I 
hear the rampant talk of northern Senators, since 
they see a probability that the border States are 


| going to hesitate; and poor old Virginia is lag- 


ging behind, when she ought to have been fore- 
most in the work. It is true, she was not fore- 
most in the Revolution; but she came up man- 


| fully to it. She has always been true ever since; 


but why this hesitation, this vacillation, and this 
doubtful position, which encourages the North, 
and dampens the ardor of the South? You all 
know this thing has got to be settled in one of 
two ways—either separation or an honorable ad- 
justment; and I say there can be no honorable 
adjustment, which will be satisfactory and pro- 
tective in its character, unless there is a retraction 
of northern sentiment. 

True, = may plant an army along the line; 
and my idea of putting that police force there was 
simply to put it there until the time for reaction 
had occurred, and when that time had passed, 
and no reaction had taken place, then I was for 
separation. I was willing to resort to every ex- 
pedient—I am yet—to give the North time, place, 
and opportunity for repentance, for they need it. 
If they repent not, I would then spew them out 
of my mouth. I would let them go; and I would 


| resort to adequate means to protect ourselves with 


ourselves; and yet, when I did that, I would not 
draw the sword; I would not point a cannon to- 
wards them; I would not present a bayonet; I 
would not make a warlike movement; but I would 
be ready for any action that they might take. | 
think the time for settling questions c physical 
force has passed. 

In this age of Christianity, of civilization, and 
of refinement, we ought to be able to discuss 
questions and adjust them by reason, by argu- 
ment, by compromise, and not by military eo 
and no military power on land or sea ought ever 
to be used, except in self-defense. That is justi- 
fiable. I would, therefore, if I had the mght to 
counsel the southern States, beg them to bear with 
Fort Sumter for a time, though held by a foreign 
Government, to see if the question could not be ad- 
justed without force; but for a foreign Government 
to hold a fort within our own confines, | never 
would concede as right. Let us keep the peace; 
let us practice forbearance; let us interchange 
opinions; and when we arrive at that point which 
satisfies us that we cannot agree, that we cannot 
live together on terms of peace and equality, let 
us bid each other farewell, and separate as hon- 
orable men, and not as belligerents. 

If that is not done, fearful consequences may 
result. If armies are to be brought in conflict— 
the sturdy men of the North and the valiant men 
of the South, with all the improvements of mod- 
ern warfare, with all the equipments and appoint 
ments of well-organized armies—most fear! ul, 
bloody, and unfortunate will be the issue. 1 would 
say: 

« Oh, Heaven, my bleeding country save ! ‘a 
Is there no hand on High to shield the brave: 
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itis fearful tocontemplate; and yet, as fearful and | 
unfortunate as it is, we are drifting along, not de- 
sicnedly, but we are gradually drifting along up | 


to the fearful catastrophe. How are we to arrest | 











it? By such speeches as the Senator from New || the fixtures in her limits belong to the State. 


York has made? No; they stimulate opposition | 


on the other side. Iam practicing forbearance || alice peace of the country, should be made 
| 


when I tell you such speeches as his are driving 
the country to madness, and doing more harm | 
than he can ever do good in his life. So with the 
Senator from Maine, (Mr. Fessenpen,] in his 
jlausible manner of speaking. He, too, led off 
in a vein tending precisely in the same direction. 

Now, Mr. President, we have a fearful respons- 
ibility resting upon us. This Senate cannot amend 
the Constitution. This Senate can make no ad- 
justment. This Senate had better let the subject 
sleep. All that is said is calculated to stimulate 
one side or the other. We had better make the 
ordinary appropriations, and let the people and | 
the States, through proper conventions, undertake 
the work of adjustment. It is no use to say that 
no adjustment can be made; it is no use to say 
an adjustment can be made. It is a very doubt- 
ful question to solve. We, as a Senate and asa 
Congress, can do no good; yet the motive that 
prompts the resolutions of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky is good, and I commend it only for this 
reason: it may, perhaps, hold the country still 
long enough for that reflection which will bring 
the northern mind right. Without that change 
in the northern mind, I would not acce tany con- 
stitution to be associated with any sath people as 
they have proved themselves to be in the past. 

If we can quiet the public mind; if we can throw 
out suggestions which will induce the North to 
ge and say, they will enforce the fugitive slave 
aw, they will guaranty us the protection of our 
rights, hey will secure to us all that the Consti- 
tution now promises; and if we seethere is a dis- 
position to do what they say—then, indeed, I 
would love this Union. We have grown with 
time; we have increased with age; we have pros- 
pered under every circumstance; we have over 
thirty million people; we have productions innu- 
merable; we have commerce, manufactures, civil- 
ization, Christianity, and advancement in all that 
makes a people good and great. War will re- 
verse the action of all this, and throw us back; 
war will brutalize; war will barbarize; war will 
throw us back more than a century, in the short 
spate of five years. It demoralizes the people; 
it eats up the substance of the people; it brutal- 
izes the feelings; and it is the last resort, but 
sometimes a fearful necessity. 

Now, Mr. President, the object of my few re- 
marks is this: as this snalgaaed amendment to the 
naval bill comes at such an inopportune time; 
comes when we have no money in the Treasury; 
and comes from those who are refusing to do jus- 
tice to little claimants because they have no money; 
comes when we do not need it; and comes with an 
avowal that it is intended to coerce the weaker 
States—I think Lam compelled to oppose it on the 
general principles which I- have announced. I 
shall continue to do so; and, whether successful 
or not, time will prove whether it will accomplish 
the ends that the friends of the measure expect. 

No threats, no petitions, no demands but jus- 
tice. Let the whole of the southern States act 
together as a unit, and act speedily, and negotiate 
with the North as equals. Sir, I would not take 
a proposition that we had forced upon the North, 
The North ought not to take a proposition that 
they had forced upon the South. ft wene to ne- 
gotiate as equals—the fifteen southern States the 
equals of the eighteen on the other side. 

Several Senators. Nineteen. 

Mr. GREEN. Nineteen now; but that other 
one is going to be on our side; and that is the 
reason | let Kansas pass so easily. Mr. Presi- 
dent,everybody desiresan adjustment; everybody 
desires peace and harmony; everybody desires a 
continuance of the Union; but when we come to 
talk about what is the Union, and what are our 
rights in it, we commence to differ. Let us goto 
work and settle the question, if we can. Do it, 
and every slaveholding State will join at once. 

t them come together in concert, make their 
propositions as honorable States to the others. If, 
then, we cannot agree, our separation is perma- 
nent and peaceable. 

This is my whole purpose; and I will state, in 
conclusion, my positions: 
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| newed it. I do not wish to discuss it. 








| o the President as Assistant Secretary of the 
| avy,b 


First. That any State has the right to secede. 
Second. If that right is exercised wrongfully, 
the State alone is responsible. 
Third. When any State does in fact secede, all 


# 


and with the advice and consent of the 
| Senate, does he not lose his rank under his for- 
| mer commission as an officer of the Navy? 
| Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to 
| answer? 
| Mr. RICE. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I have never had my attention 
called to that point before, but I know what the 
practice has been. There was Captain Ingraham, 
who was appointed at the head of a bureau. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. And there is Commodore 
Smith. 

Mr. HALE. He is there now; but Captain 
Ingraham served at the head of a bureau for some 
time, and after that was ordered to the Mediter- 
ranean. 

Mr. RICE. Was he confirmed by the Senate? 
That is the pointto which 1 wish to call attention. 

Mr. THOMSON. Captain Magruder was 
afterwards appointed, and his nomination has 
never come before the Senate, according to my 
recollection. 

Mr. RICE. Thatis the point to which I wished 
to direct the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. The nominations of heads of 
bureaus, I believe, do not come before the Senate; 
and they do not lose their place in the line of the 
Navy by being appointed to those positions. 

Mr. CAMERON. As I understand it, the law 
which authorized the appointment of these heads 
of bureaus only authorized the President to take 
from the Navy officers of a particular rank, and 
cet them at the head of those bureaus which 

ad in charge the business of the Navy. They 
are there in the regular exercise of their duty as 
naval officers, just in the same way as the Presi- 
dent could order them from one navy-yard to an- 
other. That is a very different matter from this 





Fourth. Every effort to save the Union and 


efore —T other remedy is resorted to. And 
finally, when ali efforts fail, let us part in peace, 
and let each section pursue the course and line of 
policy deemed best for the good of the people; 
and to the God of justice, not of war, I commit 
the fate of our beloved country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is: ** Will the Senate concur in the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole?”’ 

Mr. MASON called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 27, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Dur- 
kee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Harlan, Johnson of Tennes- 
see, King, Latham, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Thomson, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bright, Clingman, Crittenden, 
Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Lane, Mason, 
Pearce, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, and Wigfall— 
17. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. I move an amendment as an 
additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That so much of an act, enti- 
tled “* An act making appropriations for the year ending the 
30th June, 1855,”” re August 5, 1854, as requires the 
Navy agent at San Francisco to discharge the duties of 
purser as well as of Navy agent, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 

I will state briefly, that in 1854 the Navy agent 
at San Francisco was required to perform the du- 
ties of purser at the navy-yard on Mare Island. 
Since that time, the navy-yard has increased its 
a Frasca, ee 2 is thirty as proposition, which contemplates the making of a 
oe oer s . me er en yee Thi nN || new officer, to be selected from the Navy. Of 

vd a oes th - ere ae ae Na 'S || course, if he is appointed to this place and con- 
ay. Se Sees ee Gena oe © Navy’ || firmed by the Senate, as civil officers generally 
agent at San Francisco to discharge the duties of | are, he must leave the line of the Nav 

. » line : 
purser at the navy-yard, and to have a United | Mr. GRIMES. I move to amend the amend- 
there, as at all the other navy-yards of the United || pont by striking out that portion of it which re- 
States. I have shown it to the chairman of the || quires this officer to be confirmed by the Senate 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and to the other Mr. RICE. I will say to the fr trom 
members of the committee, and there is no objec- || Towa that his amendment does not meet the ob- 
eee ate their part. Itis mente to put that | jection. The proposition is to create an office; 
PE eee ee ee ee and if the President has power to appoint an 
The amendment was agreed to. 


os officer of the Navy to fill this office, and does ap- 
Mr. ANTHONY. Is it in order now to move || point one, that officer certainly loses his rank and 
the amendment which was rejected as in Com- || commission in the Navy. It might be worded so 
— of the ae providing for an Assistant |! as to give the President the power to detail an 
ecretary of the Navy? : officer of the Navy to perform certain duties during 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. the pleasure of the Executive. I merely make 
Mr. ANTHONY. I renew that amendment, || the suggestion in order that the matter may be 
and ask for the yeas and nays upon it. It was 


: determined understandingly. 
voted down by a light vote yesterday. I do not Mr. PEARCE. I can see no reason why we 
want to discuss it. 


cu i should make this exception to a class of cases 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- || which are all on the same footing. We require 
ment willbe read. now the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury to 
The Secretary read it, as follows: be nominated to and confirmed by the Senate, 1 
. And . get yen That the President of the United believe the law creating the Assistant Secretary - 
tates sha y and with the advice and consent of the . Pl : ak alan 8 
Senate, appoint, from the line of the Navy on the active ship of State required that in the be PREING. it 
list, an Assistant Secretary of the Navy, whose safary shail || WAS not so in regard to the Assistant ecretary of 
be the shore-duty pay of a captain, and who, acting under || the Treasury atfirst. He wasoriginally appointed 
the authority and direction of the Secretary of the Navy, by the Secretary of the Treasury without the 
shall be charged with the discipline and efficiency of the fi ti ftheS te: but se are arc 
naval service, with the detailing of officers, and with such COBRIMASIS Cr TRS Heaee oes Sew ye ag 
other duties in relation to the administration of its affairs || in 1857, I think it was—we passed an item in one 
as the Secretary of the Navy may designate. of the appropriation bills by which we required 
The yeas and nays were ordered. that thereafter the Assistant Secretary ofthe Treas- 
ury should be nominated to and confirmed by the 


Mr. RICE. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island if the appointment of this offi- || Senate. Those captains who hold positions at the 
cer by the President will take from hin; his rank || head of bureaus are nominated to and confirmed 
in the Navy. Can he hold two offices at once? by the Senate. There was one the other day; not 

Mr. ANTHONY. His position will be the || a fortnight ago, the present chief of the Bureau of 
same in that respect as the post captains, who || Hydrography and Ordnance was nominated to 
are now at the head of bureaus. and confirmed by the Senate—Captain Magruder. 

Mr. RICE. Are they confirmed by the Sen- || I see no reason at all for this amendment to ex- 
ate? I think it is a question that should be looked || cept this new office from the general operation of 
into. the rule in all such cases. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This amendment was agreed Mr.GRIMES. I withdraw my amendment to 
to by the Committee on Naval Affairs, unani- || the amendment. 
mously. It was proposed yesterday in the Sen- Mr. SIMMONS. I hope it will be renewed. 
ate, acting as in Committee of the Whole, and || It is perfectly competent for Congress to invest 
voted down without a division. I thought from || the President with the power of appointing any 
the course of the debate that the sense of the Sen- || of these subordinate officers without the consent 
ate was in favor of it, and therefore 1 have re- || of the Senate. The Constitution gives Congress 
that power; and if there is any embarrassment in 
regard to his rank, about his being confirmed by 
| the Senate, Jet that be stricken out, and let him be 
| detailed for this as for any other service. 





Mr. RICE. I simply wish to call the attention 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to this one 
fact: if an officer of the Navy should be appointed | 
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Mr. HALE, That would not meet the objection 
stated by the Senator from Minnesota. I do not 
apprehend that the fact of the officer being con- 
firmed by the Senate, or not, would affect it in the 
slightest degree; because, as the Senator from 
Rhode Island well says, Congress may, by law, 
invest the President with the power of appointing 
officers without sending their names here for con- 
firmation. The suggestion that is made by the 
Senator from Maryland, I think a sufficient an- 
swer to this question; and that is, that the heads 
of the bureaus in the Navy Department are nom- 
inated by the President, and confirmed by the 
Senate; and they do not thereby lose their place | 
in the line of the Navy. Lapprehended that that 
was the case; but I did not remember it. Since 
the matter has been called up, however, my im- 
pression 18 that Captain Ingraham’s name was 


sent in to the Senate. } 


Mr. PEARCE. Certainly it was. 
Mr. HALE. He was nominated by the Pres- | 


ident, confirmed by the Senate, and served in the | 


; ° } 
Bureau of Ordnance, as an officer nominated by || 


the President, and confirmed by the Senate, for | 
several years, and when they had done with him 
there, he was transferred from that bureau, and 
sent to the Mediterrancan; and he has latcly come 
home from there, and resigned. 

Mr. THOMSON. If the Senator will allow 
me, i will read asection from the act to reorganize | 
the Navy Department of the United States, ap- | 
proved August 31, 1842: 

** Sec.3. And beit further enacted, That the President of 
the United States, by and with the advice and consent of | 
the Senate, shall appoint, from the captains in the naval 
service, a chief for each of the Bureaus of Navy-yards and 
Docks, and of Ordnance and Hydrography, who shall each 
receive a salary of $5,500 per annuin, in lieu of all other | 
compensation whatever in the naval service ; and shall,in 
like manner, appoint a chiefof the Bureau of Construction, | 
Equipment, and Kepairs, who shall be a skillful naval con- | 
structor, and shall also appoint a chief of the Bureau of 
Provisions and Clothing, who shall each receive for his 
services $3,000 per annum; and shall in like manner ap- 
point, from the surgeons of the Navy, achief of the Bureau 
of Medicine and Surgery, who shall receive for his services 
$2,500 per annam.”’ | 


It occurs to me that all this difficulty would be | 
eured by a small amendment declaring that the 
President of the United States should have the 
foe of taking, from the list of captains in the | 


Navy, a person to act as Assistant Secretary of | 


the Navy. 
Mr. GRIMES. I do not want it confined to 
captains. 


Mr. THOMSON. Say, ‘an officer in the 


Navy.”’ Will my friend accept such an amend- || 


ment? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. [think I can meet the views of | 
gentlemen by proposing this, as a substitute for 
the amendment: 

That the President of the United States shall appoint an | 
Officer in the naval service as Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy, in like manner as the heads of bureaus in the naval 
service, who shall reeeive an annual salary equal to the 
bighest sea-pay of his rank. 

Theamendmentto thc amendment wasagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment as amended; and on 
this question the yeas and nays have becn ordered. 

The queston being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas 18, nays 25; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bright, Clark, Collamer, Crit- 
tenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Foot, Grimes, Hale, Latham, 
Powell, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Trum- 
bull, and Wilson—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Cameron, 
Clingman, Douglas, Fessenden, Fitch, Foster, Green, 
Gwin, Harlan, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, | 
Lane, Mason, Pearce, Polk, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, | 
Seward, Wade, and Wigfall—25. | 

| 
| 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GRIMES. I wish now to offer an amend- 
ment in lieu of the one that was offered by the 
Naval Committee yesterday, in relation to pay- 


to that in regard to surgeons, and authorizes the 
President to retire paymasters whenever they may 
become unfit for duty on the waiting-orders pay | 
of their grade, prior to the passage of the last Navy 
pay bill, substituting new paymasters in place of | 
those who may be thus retired. | 
The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 
-4nd be it further enacted, That the President of the Uni- | 
ted States is hereby authorized to place on a retired list any | 
paymaster in the Navy who is now, or may hereafter be, | 
proved to be permanently incapabie, from physical or men- | 
tal infirmity, of farther service at sea; aud that the pay of | 


| service who are utterly incompetent. This pron 
masters. The propeenees now offered is similar || 
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the officers so retired shall be the waiting-orders pay of their 


respective grades, as it existed prior to the passage of the | 
act of Congress to regulate the pay of the Navy, approved | 


June 1, 1860. 

“And be it further enacted, That ail vacancies in the corps 
of paymasters caused by the foregoing section shall be filled 
in accordance with established usage: Provided, The num- 


ber of paymasters on the active list shal] not exceed the | 


number authorized by existing laws. 


Mr. HUNTER. IfI understand it, this is not 
to increase the number of paymasters; it only 
allows the substitution of others on the active list 
for those who may be permanently disabled. 

Mr. GRIMES. That is it. 

Mr. HALE. Iam sorry to be obliged to differ 
with my friend from Lowa, who is a member of 
the Naval Committee, on this proposition; but I 
am opposed to it entirely and totally on principle, 
and I think the Senate will be,too. This doctrine 
of retiring officers, and paying them salaries when 
they are unfit for service, has been confined hith- 
erto to officers in the Army and Navy, upon the 
ground that their special service and education 
were such as to disqualify them from rendering 
any other service in the community than that to 
which they had been educated; and that when 
| they have grown old, and become sick or infirm 
in the national service in that particular branch to 


| that the Government should support them in their 
| sickness andoldage. Ido not agree to that prin- 
ciple. I think it is vicious and wrong; but we have 
inherited it from Great Britain, and Lam not going 
to run my head against it. I am content to have 
itas one of the evils which we cannot get rid of 
at present, though I think it is a vicious system. 
These pursers, however, come under no such cat- 
egory. They are mere political appointments. 
‘They are men who are picked up by the Admin- 
istration as a reward for slitiodll Savona. with no 
particular education at all to qualify them for the 
emer appointed, generally speaking, for the po- 

itical service which they have rendered to the 
| party. When theyare unfit for service, they ought 
to be dropped. I suppose there are some men who 
would be retired under this section, if it were 
adopted, who have not been in the Navy five 
years. They were not fit to go there when they 
were put there; and if you pass this amendment, 
the effect of it will be to pension for life men who 
are not fit to be pursers now, never were fit, and 
never ought to have been there. I am opposed 
| to it from beginning to end. 

Mr. RICE. I agree with what the Senator from 
New Hampshire has said. If you pension these 
pursers, or paymasters, as theyare now called— 
men picked up out of civil life, whose appoint- 
ments are mere political appointments—you may 
go on and pension Indian agents, military store- 
keepers, paymasters, and everybody else who 
holds an office under the Government. I hope 
the amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. GRIMES. Iam not going to have any 
controversy with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, or the Senator from Minnesota, or anybody 
| else, about this matter; for I have no particular 
_ interest in it. The Senate yesterday decided that 
persons should be taken from civil life, and should 
not be military men. A proposition was then 
before the Senate to take men from the line of the 
, service; and I think the Senator from Minnesota 
voted against it. ‘That imposes on the President, 
or whoever may have the appointing power, the 
necessity of taking civilians, and he may take 
politicians for aught | know. I want to close the 
door against his taking politicians; but you force 
him to do it; at least, you force him to take men 
from civil life and put them in these places. You 
must have somebody to persores the duties of 
pursers. You now have fifteen men in the Navy, 





'| acting as pursers, in direct violation of the law of 


the United States, You have eight men in your 


osition is simply to retire those men. As I said 

before, I do not care whether you do it or not, It 

| is to retire those men, so as to get eight efficient 
men in lieu of them. If it establishes a wrong 
principle, vote it down; I have no particular in- 

| terest in it, ’ y 

| Mr. RICE, I will only say to my friend from 

| 





Iowa that his State alone, or my State alone, will 
furnish pursers, by the month, at one half what 
the present pursers are getting to discharge the 
duties, and run the risk of being dismissed at the 
| end of every calendar month. 








which they have devoted themselves, it enero || experience, and I suppose that of most of the 
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Mr. GRIMES. That may all be; but how are 
we going to get rid of these persons? They are 
here; we are paying them. If the President should 


| exercise the power to —_ them, there would be 
| such a clamor raised by t 


1c Senator from New 
Hampshire, who now opposes this proposition— 
he would speak so eloquently of the enormity of 
such a thing—that-the very roof of the Capitol 
would be raised. We have seen examples of that 
before. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If] understand the amend. 
ment, it strikes me as a very extraordinary pro- 
vision. I should like toknow what reason there 
is for this proposition as applied to these men, 
that would not apply to every old clerk, to every 
old politician, to our ex-Presidents, to the post- 
masters all over the country, and to everybody 
else that has ever filled an office. Why is it that 
we should not maintain for life every man who 
has been in office, if the principle of this amend- 
ment be right? The Senator from Minnesota 
says—what is true, no doubt, of every State in the 
Union as well as of his own—that we can get any 


| number of competent officers for this kind of ser- 
vice who will be glad to take the place for periods 


of one or six months, and expect nothing but to 
be turned out at the end of thattime. [tis m 


Senators here, that when you succeed in getting 
an office here for one of your constituents—this 
remark only applies to a portion of them—he holds 
on to his clerkship for a year ‘or two, and then 
he comes to the conclusion that he might make 
more by getting this particular office of purser in 
the Navy, and he worrics you for six or twelve 
months until you get it for him; and now, when 
these men are to be turned out, you have to pay 
them for life. ‘That is the amount of it. 

Mr. HALE. Lhave never had any experience 
in getting any.in. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The gentleman has been 
on the wrong side. I do not believe I have got 
any in; but I have tried often, and been very much 
annoyed about it. Since I have been in Congress, 
I think I have never known a single civil office 
abolished. We create them, from time to time, 
and increase the salaries; but no one is reduced, 
or ever will be reduced, perhaps. If it comes 
to that pass that men are to have offices from 
time to time, and the salaries increased, and then, 
when they happen to be turned out of a mere 
civil post that anybody can fill—or at least,a 
million of men in the United States think them- 
selves capable of filling this—I do not know what 
pass we shall come to. 

Mr. GRIMES. I will answer the question of 
the honorable Senator from North Carolina. He 
wants to know what difference there is between 
the case of these pursers and Congressmen; and 


| if we are going to retire these gentlemen on leave- 
| of-absence pay, why we should not retire Con- 
| gressmen? The difference is this: most of the 


Congressmen are partially insane when they come 


/ here. (Laughter.]) Themen whom we propose 
to retire are wholly insane, and have become in- 


sane while they have been serving the country on 
foreign stations. Several of them are insane, as 
I understand. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then why notsend them 
to the lunatic asylums of the country, and treat 
them as other lunatics? [(Laughter.] 

Mr. GRIMES. You may send them to luns- 
tic asylums; but after a man has been serving his 
country upon foreign stations, exposing his life 
and his health for the sake of the country, it seems 


rather hard that you should ween put him into 
y 


an insane asylum, and let his family take care of 
itself. But f callforavote. I am not particular 
about this thing. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GREEN. I wish to ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw a motion to reconsider the In- 
dian appropriation bill, which I made yesterday, 
so as to let it go to the House of Representatives 
to be acted upon. nates 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
entertain the motion by common consent. 

Mr, GREEN, I ask consent to withdraw the 
motion to reconsider. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Missouri asks the consent of the Senate to 
withdraw the motion made by him to reconsider 
the vote on the passage of the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. Unless objection be made, it will be 
taken that the Senate consent. The motion to 
reconsider is withdrawn. 


INDIAN TROUBLES ON THE PACIFIC. 


Mr. BIGLER. I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, and I will state, as a special reason, that 
there are Some sixteen postmasters whose terms 
have expired. 

Mr. LANE. I hope the Senator will allow me 
to introduce a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Oregon give way? 

Mr. BIGLER. I have not given way. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motionis | 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of || 


executive business. The Chair recognized the 
Senator from Oregon upon that motion, and as 
the Senator from Texas addressed the Chair, the 
Chair asked the Senator from Oregon if he gave 
way to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. LANE. I will do so ina moment. I de- 
sire to state that my object in asking this favor 
is to introduce a resolution for reference to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and I hope the Sen- 
ator will allow me that opportunity. It will not 
take a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania withdraw the motion for 
the purpose indicated ? 

r. BIGLER. I cannot withdraw the motion; 
but the resolution can be received by common 
consent. 

Mr. LANE. I wish merely to send to the 
Committce on Indian Affairs an inquiry which I 
desire to make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 
tion can only be received by unanimous consent. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The resolution of Mr. Lane was received and 
agreed to, by unanimous consent, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of providing fora | 
evttiement of the existing difficulties between the Nez Per- | 
cés tribe of Indians and the settlers, by entering into ne- | 


gotiations for the cession of that portion of the Nez Percés 
reserve lying north of the Snake river and the Clearwater ; 
and to report by bill or otherwise. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President 

Mr. WIGFALL. Allow me. I call the at- 
tention of the Senate to a joint resolution for the 
benefit of George H. Giddings. Task the Senate 
to take it up and pass it. The report was printed 
the other day; and I believe, as far as I know, 
that cancel is satisfied of the justice of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can 
entertain the motion by unanimous consent only. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, the motion cannot be received. 

Mr. POLK. I understood the Senator from 
Texas to move to take up the joint resolution; 
and I suppose it is proper for the Senate to pass 
on that motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a mo- 
tion before the Senate, which the Senator from 
Pennsylvania does not withdraw; and the Chair 
cannot entertain any motion while that is pend- 
ing, unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope we shall have a vote 
on my motion. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Let this joint resolution be 
taken up. 

Mr. BIGLER. There is objection made on the 


other side. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is; and | to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 


the Chair cannot entertain the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Texas, objection being made. 

Mr. BIGLER. [I insist on a vote. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 


withdraw his motion for a moment, in order to 


have a bill taken up for consideration, and be left | 


as the unfinished business, if we go into execu- 
tive session. I move to take up House bill No. 
338, to provide for outstanding Treasury notes, 
to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 





I wish the Senator would | 
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| bill of the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. BIGLER. Ido not withdraw my motion. || 


| the Senate, no other motion can be entertained, 
| they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 


| Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Lane, La- 


| bastian, Thomson, and Wigfall—25. 


|| for the armament of fortifications with ordnance, 
| ordnance stores, and supplies rendered necessary 


sepeene to the renewal of the patent for Mc- 


|| of Washington, with the recommendation that | 


| 


ator from Pennsylvania withdraws the motion to 
go into executive session, the Chair cannot enter- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. UnlesstheSen- | 
{ 


| tain any other motion, except by the unanimous 


consent of the Senate. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. 


I object to taking up the | 


It is not debatable. ott A 
Mr. KING. Lhope we shall take the question. | 


| We can take the question in Jess time than we | 
| consume in talking about it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to proceed tothe consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I understand the Senator 
from Rhode Island withdraws his objection to the 
joint resolution which I desire the Senate to 


| take up. 
Mr.SIMMONS. I made no objection. 
Mr. POLK. It was the Senator from Min- 
nesota, 


Mr. BIGLER. I insist on a vote on my mo- 
tion, and it is not a debatable question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania is, that the Sen- 
ate now proceed to the consideration of executive 
business; and, without the unanimous consent of 


and his motion must be directly put. 
Mr. KING. [ask for the vote. 
Mr. BIGLER called for the yeas and nays; and 


yeas 25, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—Messts. Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
Clingman, Dougkas, Fitch, Green, Hale, Hemphill, Hunter, 


tham, Mason, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, Se- 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, King, Morrill, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—24. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, February 12, 1861. 

The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 

by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Stockton. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 
NATIONAL CONVENTION. 

Mr. ADRAIN, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the memorial of a large number of citizens 
of the third congressional district of New Jersey, 
in favor of a national convention of all the States 


on the existing difficulties in the public affairs; 
which was laid upon the table. 


ORDNANCE, ETC. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a letter from the chief of ordnance, em- 
bodying an estimate for increased appropriations 





by recent events, and a recommendation that the 
Army appropriation bill may be amended accord- 
ingly; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JOINT RESOLUTIONS OF MICHIGAN. 


Mr. LEACH, of Michigan, by unanimous con- 
sent, presented joint resolutions of the State of 
Michigan relative to the state of the Union; which 
were laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, joint resolutions of the same State, in 


ormick’s reaping machine; which were referred 


to be 
printed. ; 


PARISH OF SAINT MATTHEW'S CHURCH. 


Mr. CARTER, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back Senate bill No. 547, for the relief of | 


the parish of Saint Matthew’s church, in the city | 





the bill be passed. 
The bill was read. It authorizes and empowers 
Charles J. White, parish priest of Saint Mat- | 
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| thew’s church, in the city of Washington, Dis- 
| trict of Columbia, to sell certain lots of ground 

deeded to the priest of said parish by the late 

William Easby, Commissioner of Public Build- 

ings and Grounds, and known in the plat of said 
| Washington city as lots Nos. 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 
12, 13, and 14, in square No. 236; the proceeds of 
such sale to be applied to the uses and benefit of 
the said parish, 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. CARTER move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


Mr. CARTER. I move that a day be set apart 
for the consideration of the business of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, There are bills relating to this 
District which ought to be passed. 

Mr. PRYOR objected. 


CONDITION OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I send to the Clerk to be 
read a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


Treasury DerartMENT, February 11, 1861. 

Sir: I deem it my duty to call your attention to the 
pressing demands on the Treasury, and to suggest the only 
practicable mode of meeting them without seriously im- 
pairing the public credit. The liabilities due, and to fall 
due before the 4th of March next, are as follows: 
| For the State Department...... eoevetccsces $116,868 52 
For the Interior Department...... 6.60. e sees 1,802,327 57 
For the War Department.........s.-eeeeee D,S21,131 00 


” 





| For the Navy Department...........+e+05-. 1,060,000 00 
For the Post Office Department..........++ + 700,000 00 

| Requisitions of War and Navy Departments 
| “NOC COMNBRIOU WER cc ccsc cclesecccseseseve 1,852,925 19 

| Treasury notes falling due before the 4th of 
tt 5: BERin cca teaduyes egeccabese ecconesgnae. Laren GO 
For the Treasury Departinent...... cescccecs 901,483 3 
For the Light-House Board............0000+ 78,220 50 
Fishing bounties due, (estimated,).......... 465,521 86 
ea ceeee $9,901,118 00 





The accruing revenues will, it is estimated, meet about 
one million nine hundred thousand dollars of the amount, 
leaving $8,000,000 to be borrowed. ‘There is in the Treas- 
ury, subject to the draft of the Treasurer of the United 
States, but little more than five hundred thousand dollars, 
and there are requisitions in the Treasury Department 
amounting to nearly two million dollars unanswered. 

In the present condition of the country, it would be im 
possible to borrow the money needed to meet the wants of 
the Treasury, unless at a discount which would seriously 
impair the public credit, without some pledge in addition to 
that of the faith of the Government. Several of the States, in 
accordance with a suggestion contained in my letter to your 
committee, of the 18th of January last, have offered to sua- 
peradd a pledge of their faith to that of the United States 
for the redemption of any bonds it may issue to the amount 
of the public moneys deposited with them, respectively, for 
safe-keeping, under the act of the 23d of June, 1836. If 
Congress will authorize these offers to be accepted, the 
money required to meet the liabilities due, and to fall dae 
before the 4th of March, can be obtained at par. If the au- 
thority is not granted, [ am satisfied it can only be procured 
on terms which would be exceedingly disadvantageous to 
the Government and in the highest degree detrimental to 
to its credit. I should not venture to ask fora loan ex- 
| ceeding $2,000,000 ; and nearly the whole of this amount 
| would be required to meet the redemption of Treasury notes 
to fall due before the 4th of March. There would be due 
| on that day, about six million dollars to public creditors, 
whose demands could not remain unsatisfied without sub- 
| jecting them to the most serious, and, in some cases, ruin- 
ous losses. 

I have discharged my duty to them, and to the country, 
by making this exhibit of the public wants, and in pointing 
| out the only mode by which, in my judgment, they can be 
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met without the most serious consequences to the interests 

of the Government and individuals to whom it is indebted. 
The short time to elapse before the close of the present 

session of Congress, renders it indispensable that I should 

advertise for a loan on the 13th or 14th instant, at furthest. 
I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JOHN A. DIX, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
| Hon. Joun SuHerman, 

Chairman of the Committee of Ways and Meens. 
Mr.SHERMAN. I am direeted by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report, in pursu- 
| ance of that letter from the Secretary of War, a 
| bill which I now, somewhat reluctantly, ask may 
| be put on its-passage. 
| 


Mr. GARNETT, Lobject to the bill being 


|| reported. 


Mr. SHERMAN. It is a bill to authorize the 
| Secretary of the Treasury to accept guarantees 
| from any State, of stock of the United States, to 
| the amount of public money deposited. 
| Mr.GARNETT. I have regard enough for 
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this Government not to wish to see it placed be- 
fore the world in the aspect of a mendicant. 
Mr. PHELPS. Let the bill be read. 
Mr. GARNETT. I will allow it to be read, | 
with the understanding that my objection shall | 
be considered as pending. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: | 
A biil to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to accept 


guarantee from any State of stock of the United States to 
the amount of public money deposited with such State. | 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives || 


of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to ac- 
cept from any State a guarantee of any stock of the United 
States which may be hereafter issued to the amount of the 
public moneys deposited with such State for safe-keeping 
under the pone of the thirteenth section of the act | 
entitied “An act to regulate the deposits of the public 
money,’ approved 23d June, 1836: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall be construed to affect the proviso of | 
the act entitied “ An act to postpone the fourth installment 
of deposit with the States,’’ approved October 2, 1837, re- | 
quiring the three previous installments to remain with the 
States until otherwise directed by Congress: 4nd provided 
further, That such guarantee shall in noevent be construed | 
or enforced as imposing any obligation to repay said de- 
posit beyond the obligations now existing by law. 


Mr. GARNETT. 


It requires the unanimous 


consent of the House to have that bill reported, || 


and that consent will not be given while I ama 
member of this House. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave performed my duty | 
under the circumstances. 
Mr. BARR. The gentleman from Virginia has | 
done his duty by trying to break up the Govern- | 
ment by leaving it without money. | 
| 

| 

| 

| 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined, and found 
truly enrolled, bills and joint resolution, of the | 
following titles; when th 
same: 

Joint resolution (H.R. No. 57) for the benefit 
of Duvall & Brother; 

An act (S. No. 111) for the relief of Aaron H. | 
Palmer; and | 

An act (S. No. 531) to change the name of the | 
schooner Augusta to Colonel Cook. 


PETITION FROM ROCHESTER, NEW YORK. | 


Mr. ELY, by unanimous consent, presented | 
the petition of citizens of Rochester, New York, | 
praying the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress from that State to use their efforts to recon- 
cile existing difficulties, and to offer such ample 
ruarantees to all Union-loving men of the slave- 
1olding States as shall bring us again into rela- 
tions of brotherhood and harmony under the pres- 
ent Constitution of the United States; which was 
laid upon the table. 


ROBERT STOCKTON. 


Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, reported 
back the amendment of the Senate to House res- 
olution No. 39, directing the accounting officers 
of the Treasury to settle the accounts of the late 
Robert Stockton, quartermaster, &c., with the rec- 
ommendation that it be concurred in. 

The bill was read. It directs the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury Department to 
settle the accognts of the late Robert Stockton, of 
New Jersey, an assistant quartermaster and for- 
age master in the war of the Revolution, and pay 
to his legal heirs and representatives such sum or 
sums as may be shown due upon sufficient proof 
of his services as quartermaster aforesaid, and 
for damages done his property by the American 
Army, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words, “ and for damages done his prop- 
erty by the American Army.” 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

Mr. VANCE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIABILITY OF SHIP-OWNERS. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask the unan- 


imous consent of the House to report back from 
the Committee on Commerce Senate bill No. 437, 
to amend an act entitled “ An act to limit the lia- | 


1e Speaker signed the | 
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| bility of ship-owners, and for other purposes,”’ | 


| approved March 3, 1851. 
ir. STANTON. 
| that the bill shall be read for information. 
I will explain the 
_ inafew moments, It need not be read by the 
lerk. 

A bill was passed March 3, 1851, and became 
then a law, limiting the liability of ship-owners. 
| There is a provision in the fourth section of that 





| law which enables those who become liable to the 
| extent of their interest in a ship or vessel to trans- 
| fer their personal liability, by an assignment, to 
| the ship itself; that assignment to be made to 
trustees in behalf of the claimant. But it has been 


the ship, ship-owners interfere with their obliga- 
tions of charter-party, and delivery of cargo under 
bills of lading. Therefore, they ask that, when 


equal to its appraised value, instead of assigning 
their interest in the ship or vessel, and that all 
proceedings shall, from that time, be assimilated 
| to those ordinarily taken in admiralty actions in 


| rem. where bonds are given, as is proposed by 
| this amendment. The object of the bill is to au- 
thorize a bond of Such a description, instead of the 
assignment of the ship itself. The Committee on 
Commerce have reported an amendment to the 
bill of the Senate, to make more secure the inter- 


|| ests of the claimants, so that, whenever the secu- 


rity, for any reason, becomes insecure or im- 
paired, the court shall, upon the application of 
the claimant, cause additional security to be given, 
or that the owner shall take no benefit from the 
| act. 

Mr. STANTON. This is not the bill I sup- 


|| posed it was. | supposed it was the bill limiting 


the liability of ship-owners engaged in foreign 
commerce. 

The bill and amendment were read. 

Mr. STANTON. If I understand that bill, 
| with the amendment, it releases the claim upon 
the vessel and substitutes for ita bond. I think 
it questionable whether any such thing as that 
ought to be done. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I answer to the 
gentleman from Ohio, that it is the usual course 
obtaining in all our courts of admiralty in pro- 
| ceedings in rem, and never, within my experi- 
ence, has any damage occurred to claimants under 
such proceedings. We ask merely that the usual 
course of judicial proceedings be adopted in this 
case which is adopted in all others. 

Mr. STANTON. This is another step in that 
line of legislation which has been adopted of late, 
excepting ship-owners from liability as common 
carriers. The community who are interested in 
the transportation of produce have, by common 
law, aclaim upon the entire property of the owner 
of the ship, and a lien upon the ship itself; and 
that lien is being let up step by step at a time for 
the benefit of ship-owners, and of those engaged 
in commerce; and I think myself it is a question- 
able policy, and I am inclined not to adopt it. 

Mr. TRAIN. I object to that bill. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I call the previous 
question upon the —- of the bill. 

Mr. TRAIN. I object. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. It is too late to 
make an objection now. The bill was read with- 
out objection, after my explanation. The expla- 
nation was full; and I now move the previous ques- 
tion upon the amendment and upon the passage 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. According to the rule, the 
Chair thinks the objection comes too late. 

Mr. STANTON. I withdrew the objection 
upon the explanation of the gentleman from New 

ork; but when I came to hear the bill read, it 
gave me some inklings that the explanation did 
not; and had I heard the bill read before I withdrew 
my objection, I should not have withdrawn it. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Upon the sugges: 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio it was that I 
moved the previous question, he havingannounced 
in his place that it was too late to interpose objec- 
tion. I explained the bill as fully as it was in 
my power to do, and as fully, I believe, as the 
bill itself could explain itself to an ntleman. 
If the gentleman from Ohio did not fully reeive 

the object of the bill, it was his fault, | think, 
| certainly not mine; but yet, 1 would not stand in 








discovered that, when assigning their interest in | 


releasing themselves of this personal liability, 
they may do so by giving a bond, with sureties | 


I object; but I am willing | 
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the position of exacting from the gentleman from 
Ohio such close attention in this presence as to 
acquire a just estimate of the hasty language of 
the explanation, or even of the bill itself. There. 
fore ,f withdraw the demand for the revious ques- 
tion, and suffer the objection of the gentleman 
from Ohio to prevail. 


LOGAN HUNTER. 


Mr. BINGHAM. [I ask leave now to cal] up 
the bill for the relief of Logan Hunter, of Louis- 
iana. I stated to the House, on a former occa- 
sion, that this bill had been recommended by the 
Attorney General of the United States; that it 
had been recommended by the Secretary of the 
Interior; that it had been recommended by the 
Comptroller of the Treasury; and that it came to 
the House with the unanimous consent of the 
Comunittee on the Judiciary. 

The bill, which was read, directs that there be 
paid to Logan Hunter, late district attorney of 
the United States for the district of Louisiana, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the sum of $5,000, in full for his ser- 
vices on behalf of the United States, as United 
States district attorney in the several prosecutions 
heretofore instituted in Louisiana against Narciso 
Lopez and others for violations of the United 
States neutrality laws, by setting on foot military 
expeditions against the island of Cuba. 

r. BINGHAM. I move that the bill be en- 
grossed, and read a third time. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is not the bill open to amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call the previous question. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. That bill is not in yet. 
I am not willing to vote for it until I know some- 
thing more about it. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was before the 
House on a former occasion, and it was laid over, 
with the understanding that it might be called up 
at some subsequent time. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Does not the bill con- 
tain an appropriation ? 

_The SPEAKER. The bill was received at that 
time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
business. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. There was no agree 
ment at that time that the bill should be consid- 
ered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. It was the understanding 
that it should be considered in the House, as ] 
am informed by the Clerk. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would remind the gentle- 
man from Illinois that the honorable gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Brancu,] atthe time 
I reported the bill, moved to refer it to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, inasmuch as it con- 
tained an appropriation. He withdrew that mo- 
tion, in consideration that the bill should be 
allowed to go over as unfinished business. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. [understand that this 
claim is now pending before the Committee of 
Claims of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman from 
Illinois allow me to remind him that this claim 
has been recommended by the different Depart- 
ments of the Government; that its payment has 
been delayed some nine years, but has not passed 
by reason of the inattention of the House to the 
claim. There is no reasonable objection to the 
passage of the bill; and the question to-day 1s, 
simply, whether the Congress of the United States 
will postpone indefinitely the just claim of an 
American citizen. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I would ask 
the gentleman whether the prosecution of these 
people was not a part of the official duty of the 
district attorney for the ordinary fees? — 

Mr. BINGHAM. It wasa part of his official 
duty; butit so happened that there was no cxist- 
ing law by which his fees could be assessed and 
paid by the Department. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I believe the rules re- 

uire that the bill shall be sent toa Committee of 
the Whole House: and I insist upon it. — : 

Mr. HOARD. I desire to say that this claim 
of Logan Hunter, and other claims of a like 
character, are pending before the Committee of 
Claims. ; 

Mr. SICKLES. Is the point decided whether 
this bill must go to a Committee of the Whole 
House? 


It went over as unfinished 
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cessity of such reference was waived, upon the || 
vceasion when the bill was last before the House. 

Mr. SICKLES. If the point was not made, it | 
could not have been waived. {| 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move | 
that the bill be laid upon the table. 
} 


~The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the ne- | 


| 
} 
} 





Mr. BOCOCK. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Ohio, that he postpone the consideration of 
this bill. The gentleman from New York says | 
the claim is now pending before the Committee 
of Claims. Let that committee examine it, and 
if, ata future day, the committee say they have 
examined it, and that it is all right, the House | 
may be willing to let it pass. If the gentleman | 
presses it to a vote now, it can hardly pass. 

Mr.. BINGHAM. I have no desire to force a | 
vote. I have no more interest in it than any other 
member of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
bill will be laid informally on the table. 

Mr. BRANCH. I desire it understood that I 
did not intend to preclude any one from insisting | 
that this bill should be referred to a Committee | 
of the Whole. I never intended any such thing. | 

No object:on being made, the bill was inform- | 
ally laid on the table. 

Mr. MALLORY. On whose motion oratwhose | 
instance has the bill been laid upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been laid upon the 
table. It has only been passed by informally. 


THE DE GROOT CLAIM. 


Mr. BOCOCK. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House the letter of John 
B. Floyd, late Secretary of War, dated 3d November, 1860, 
relating to the claim of William H. De Groot, recorded in 
the War Department. 

I merely ask for the paper, that everybody may 
have an opportunity to examine it. 

There being no objection; the resolution was 
agreed to. 


NEW MODE OF SAVING THE UNION. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the consent of the 
House to introduce resolutions adopted by citi- 
zens of Kentucky and Indiana, suggesting a very 
original, unique, and effectual mode of preservin 
the Union; and that they may be read and lai 
on the table. 

The Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That when there is no longer hope of saving | 
the Union, we, the citizens of Indiana and Kentucky, will 
not suffer the line of a new confederacy to be drawn be- 


tween our States, since there is no enmity existing between 
us as citizens. 

** Resolved, That we ask of the States surrounding Indi- 
ana and Kentucky to adopt the same rule of action; and | 
by that means kick the line of division between two con- | 
federacies eastward into the Atlantic, southward into the || 
—_ westward into the Pacific, and northward into Can- || 
ada.” 


The resolutions were laid upon the table. 
HOCKADAY AND LIGGET. 
Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. I ask the unan- 


imous consent of the House to report back, from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
Senate bill No. 551, for the relief of Hockaday 
& Ligget. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to William Ligget, for the 
benefit of Hockaday & Ligget, the sum of $40,000, 
for damages sustained by them in the reduction of 
po pay for carrying the mails on route No. 

1 


Mr. HASKIN. 
Mr. CURTIS 


business. 


CHILDREN OF ELIZABETH YANCEY. 


Mr. STOKES. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House that the Committee of the Whole | 
House be discharged from the further considera- | 
tion of a bill (H., R. No. 778) for the relief of the 
children of Elizabeth Yancey, widow of John | 
Yancey, and that itbe putupon its passage. There 
is but a small amount of money involved in the 
bill,and it has been unanimously reported by the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. It does || 
hot pension anybody, but only pays a just debt 
which the Government owes to the heirs of this || 
widow of an old revolutionary soldier. | 

Mr. BURNETT. I understood the gentleman |, 
from Lowa to demand the regular order of busi- || 





I object to the bill. 
I call for the regular order of | 
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business, it is all right. 

Mr. STOKES. I was entitled tothe floor. The 
Speaker recognized me before the gentleman from 
lowa demanded the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee was recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. BURNETT. Well, 
regular order of business. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER. That is an objection to the 
bill of the gentleman from Tennessee. The reg- 
ular order of business is the consideration of the 
amendments of the Senate to House bill No. 701, 
to secure contracts, and make provision for the 
safe, certain, and more speedy transportation, b 
railroad, of mails, troops, munitions of war, a d 
itary and naval stores, between the Atlantic States 


and those of the Pacific, and for other purposes. | 


Mr. CURTIS obtained the floor. 
ABSTRACTION OF GOVERNMENT BONDS. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. The hour of one 
o’clock has nearly arrived; and before the House 
roceeds to the regular order of business, proba- 
bly I had better submit the report of the select 
committee appointed to investigate the frauds 
which have recently been perpetrated in the Inte- 
rior Department. 
Mr.CURTIS. How much time will it occupy ? 
The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the 
Chair will receive the report. 
Mr. SICKLES. It is understood that the re- 
port is not to be considered now. 
The SPEAKER. It will only be received. 
Mr. CURTIS. I will give way, if it is only to 
be received. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
ort. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 
floor; and I desire to say a few words. 
Mr. CURTIS. I believe I have the floor. 
Mr.SICKLES. If the gentleman from Illinois 
has the floor, he must have it on the Pacific rail- 
road bill. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I would say to the 
gentleman from lowa that this report is a special 


re 


order, made so by a resolution which passed.the | 


House yesterday unanimously; and that, conse- 
quently, it supersedes his bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there is any difficulty, the 
Chair wil! receive the report; but that is all at 
present. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


eport. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I will occupy but 
a few moments. 
Mr. BURCH. I must object to any debate on 
the report at this time. The Pacific railroad bill 


I call for the reading of the 
r 


| is the special order for to-day. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 


has a right to explain to the Chair the reasons | 
why he supposes that his report has priority over | 


the Pacific railroad bill. 
Mr. CURTIS. I raise the point of order that 


| the gentleman from Illinois cannot occupy the 


floor and make his e 
The SPEAKER. 
will be read. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


xplanation. 
The order made yesterday 


I think I have the | 
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ness just now. If this is the regular order of | 


I now call for the || 
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man from Illinois whether, under all the circum- 
stances of the case, it is not better for him to sub- 
/ mit his report, and let it be printed, and let us all 
have an opportunity to examine it. In the mean 
time, we can go on with the special order which 
the gentleman from Iowa has in charge. Is it 
| not premature at this time to debate the report? 
In fact, has the gentleman from Illinois the right, 
under the order of the House, to debate it? — 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I merely wish to 
say, in reply to the honorable gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, that I have not yet submitted the report. 
I have not said one word in regard to its merits. 
But I did say that the report was unanimously 
agreed to by the committee. I wish also to say, 
in behalf of the committee, that in our prosecu- 
tion of this investigation we have endeavored to 
economize both in time and money, and that the 
| whole expenses incurred wiil be about $1,750. 
Mr. HASKIN. Will the gentleman from Illi- 
| nois yield to me for a moment? 





Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 
Mr.CURTIS. [object to the gentleman yield- 
ing the floor to any one. 
| Mr SICKLES. I object to anybody taking the 
| floor on this subject, except the gentleman from 
Illinois. I suggest to him that he make his report 


|| the special order for some time that may be con- 





“On motion of Mr. Isaac N. Morris, by unanimous | 


| consent, 


* Resolved, That the select committee raised to inquire 
into the facts in regard to the abstraction of certain bonds 


from the Interior Department, have leave to report to-mor- | which was offered to be introduced this morning 


row, the 12th instant, at one o’clock.” 


Mr. BURCH. The gentleman has made his 
report. 


Mr. SICKLES. There is no objection to the 


report, but there is to its consideration at this | 


time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 
to make his report, and it will be considered after 
the other matter shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I have no disposi- 
tion to thrust this report upon the House. The 
have already’passed a resolution to receive it. If 
the House does not wish it submitted, I am will- 
ing to withhold it. We were appointed to make 
this investigation, and are ready to make the re- 
port. I desire, also,to say, in this connection, 
that the repert has been unanimously agreed to 
by the committee. 

Mr BOCOCK. I would suggest to the gentle- 


| 
| 
it 
| 
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| i > 
I call for the reading ef the || a aod ts 


| venient to himself. 
Mr. HASKIN. I desire to say that as the 
making of this report 


Mr. BURNET I rise to a question of order. 
| The gentleman from Illinois cannot yield the floor, 





|| because he only has it himself for the purpose of 
| submitting his report. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair should like to 


know whether the gentleman from IIlinois intends 


Mr. HAS The gentleman from Illinois 
has yielded the floor to me. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. The gentleman from 
Iowa will allow me to send up the report. As I 
before remarked, there seems to be some disin- 
clination to receive it. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 
received and read. 

Mr. HASKIN. [ask for the reading of the 
report. It will explain to the country the causes 
that have induced the Secretary of the Treasury 
to send in the letter which was read here this 
morning. It is the most important report made 
to Congress at this or any other session; and I 
nae it will be read. [Calls to order.]} 

insist that the report shall be read. It has 
| been handed up to the Clerk’s table; and, asa 
| member of this body, I have a right to have it 
| read, 
Mr. CURTIS. I hope the House will be 


brought to order, so that we can proceed with 


I hope the report will be 


|| business. 


Mr. HASKIN. 
special report. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. At the suggestion 
of several members near me, I shall not submit 
the report, unless it be read to the House. Many 
members are desirous of hearing it read; and | 
hope the gentleman from Iowa will not press his 
objection. 

r. PHELPS. How long will the reading of 

the report occupy ? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. About a three quar- 
ters of an hour. 
| Mr. HASKIN. I insist on the reading of the 
| report. It proves the necessity of passing the bill 


I call for the reading of the 





by the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means; and exposes the reason why the Treas- 
|uryis empty. I insist that I have a right, as a 
| member of this House, to hear the report read. 
| The report was made the special order for to-day 
| at one o’clock. 1 am surprised that gentlemen 
| should be opposed to having this information con- 
| veyed to the country. 
he SPEAKER. There isa special order in 
_ advance of this one; and when that is disposed 
| of this will come up, and the report can be read. 
| Mr. HASKIN. I do not propose that the re- 
port shall be considered now; but Furéposs to have 
| it read from the Clerk’s desk for information. 
, [Calls to order. 
Mr. SICKLES. I rise to a point of order. 
Mr. HASKIN. Let the report be read. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 


\| gentleman is not entitled to have it read now. 
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Mr. HASKIN, I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move to lay the appeal on 
the table. 


Mr.BURNETT. How can the gentleman ap- 


peal from the decision of the Chair unless the re- | 


port be first submitted? I do notunderstand the 
gentleman from Illinois as having submitted it 


yet. ‘There can be no appeal till the report is | 


offered, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- | 
| The SPEAKER. Itis not. The Chair will 


tucky will understand that the report has been 
received, 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I conceive that I 
have some lite rights here, particularly as amem- 
berof the select committee. The resolution which 
I offered yesterday to make this a special order 
for one o'clock to-day certainly supersedes in its 
effect any special order that was previously made. 
Hence, when I submit the report, and when its 
reading is called for, the gentleman from Iowa is 
clearly out of order in objecting to it, and endeav- 
ering to break down the special order of yester- 
day. The special order on the Pacific railroad 
bill does not precede, but follows, that which was 
made yesterday. 

Mr. HASKIN. I have the floor—have I not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided the 
question; and the gentleman from New York is 
entitled to take an appeal. 

Mr. HASKIN. Then I do take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair; and I hope the appeal 
will be sustained by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
ground of his decision. There is a special order 
vending, in charge of the gentleman from Iowa, 

Mr. Curtis.]} The gentleman from lowa has 


the floor assigned him by the Chair, on the Pa- | 


cific railroad bill. After the gentleman got the 
floor, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morris}. 
claimed the right to make his report, saying that 
there was a special order to that effect. The Chair 
thinks he cannot take the floor from the gentleman 
from Iowa, nor supersede the special order that 
was then under consideration; but, as soon as 
this special order is disposed of, the report of the 
select committee will be in order. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I move that the special order 
on the Pacific railroad bill be postponed till after 
the reception and reading of the report made by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
Jersey has not the floor for that purpose. The 

entleman from New York [Mr. Haskin] appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move to lay the appeal on 
the table. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I want to make one 
additional remark, if the gentleman from Iowa 
will yield me the floor for that purpose. I think 
the Chair has misapprehended the order of facts. 
When the gentleman from Iowa stated that he 
demanded the special order, it was two or three 
minutes before one o’clock. I arose and stated 
that a special order had been made by the House 
yesterday to receive the report of the select com- 
mittee on the abstracted bonds at one o’clock; 


desirous, before the special order, or the Pacific 
railroad bill, or the regular order of business 


should come up, to get the floor to submit the re- || 


port of the select committee. Hence the gentle- 
man from Iowa waived his right, even if he had 
the precedence, to enforce his claim in favor of 


Under these circumstances, I again repeat that I 
think there is a misapprehension in regard to the 
order of facts, and that the report which I sub- 
mitted at one o’clock is now before the House for 
consideration. I desire to extend every courtesy 
to the gentleman from Lowa; but let me tell him 
that there is as much interest felt in this report, 
and in the facts pertaining to the abstraction of 
bonds from the Interior Department, as there is 
in his bill, and a good deal more, although the 

sntleman from lowa seems to have that one dis- 
tinct idea in his head, and thinks of nothing else 
from day to day and from hour to hour, but the 
Pacific railroad, which is to deplete the Treasury 
of $300,000,000. 

Mr. CURTIS. I thank the gentleman for the 
compliment he pays me. I wish to say, in regard 
te hisown report, that I gave way for him to pre- 
sent it. 1] extended to him all the courtesy due 
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a right to report. He has reported; and the gen- 
tleman may have it ordered to be printed. 

The gentleman’s report will come in immedi- 
ately after the Pacific railroad bill shall have been 
disposed of. I think that, inasmuch as the gen- 
tleman’s report requires no action, while actionis 
required upon the Pacific railroad bill, we should 
go on with the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is this appeal debat- 


able? 


remark that the report of the gentleman from IlIli- 
nois was not made a special order. Leave to 
report was merely given. 

r. JOHN COCHRANE. I would suggest 
that the report be printed, and be allowed to ap- 
pear in the columns of the Daily Globe. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will say that the 
| Pacific railroad bill was made the cpeiakenion for 
| to-day. The report of the gentleman from Illi- 

de a special order, but leave was 


he Chair has given him 
| leave, and the report has been received; but the 
Chair does not feel authorized to suspend the 
| special order for the consideration of that report. 
a McCLERNAND. I make this point of 
| order 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 





not been disposed of. 

ae HASKIN. I ask for the vote upon my 
| Appeal. 

; r. SICKLES. There is no appeal pending. 
It could not have been received, because there 
was nothing before the House on which an appeal 
could be based.’ 

Mr. McCLERNAND. My point of order is 
this: I understand the Chair to say that he has 
received the report of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair did so state. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Now | insist on know- 
ing whether the gentleman has reported or not; 
and that can only be ascertained by the reading of 
the report. 

Mr. HASKIN. That is the point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
it is the right of the gentleman to have his report 
read. 

Mr. HASKIN. The gentleman from Iowa has 
stated to me that he yielded to the gentleman from 


! there is one point of order pending, which has 


| IHinois to make his report at one o’clock. His 
|| report was carried to the Clerk’s table; but until 


that report is read, it is impossible for the House 
| to ascertain that a report has been made. 
Mr. BURNETT. I would suggest to the gen- 
| tleman from Iowa, that he will probably expedite 
his business by allowing the report of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to be read. 
| Mr. CURTIS. If the House will allow me, I 
| was going to say, that as gentlemen seem determ- 


|| ined to consume the hour anyhow, I am willing, 


as a matter of economy, that the report shall be 
read. I hope, therefore, that withoutany further 
| consumption of time, the report will be read. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest, that 


|| in order to proceed regularly, it will be necessary 
aud inasmuch as it was about that time, I was | 


| to suspend the special order. 
| Mr. CURTIS. Then, I hope the special order 
will be postponed for that purpose. 

Mr. SICKLES. With the understanding that 
| it is not to be considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, 


| the special order will be suspended with that un- 
the special order which he has specially in charge. || 


derstanding. 

| Mr. HASKIN. I then withdraw my appeal 
| from the decision of the Chair. 

| Mr. CASE. I desire to say that I was in- 


| structed, as one of the members of the committee, 
| to prepare certain bills to be reported tothe House, 
| but my health has been such for two or three days 
| past that I have not been able to do so, and I ask 
| the permission of the House to present them ata 
| future time. 
| ‘The report was then read, as follows: 


The select committee, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion of the House, adopted on the 24th day of December 
last, directing them to inquire into and report the facts in 
relation to the fraudulent abstraction of certain bonds held 
by the Government in trust for the Indian tribes trom the 
Department of the Interior, and to whom were also referred 
the communigation of Hon. John B. Floyd, late Secretary 
of War, and the letter of Hon. Robert McClelland, late Sec- 
retary of the interior, beg leave respectfully to report: 

That, upon the day of their appoiutment, they repaired to 
the Interier Departuucat, and beld an interview with Hon. 





to his report. The Chair has decided that he had 
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Jacob Thompson, then Secretary of said Department, ang 


expressed to him their desire to enter upon the duty as. 
signed them atas early a period as would comport with his 


| convenience, and be consistent with the public interest, 


Three days thereafter, and as soon as they were authorized 
to employ a stenographer, your committee organized and 
have labored to bring their investigation to an early termin- 
ation, with a diligence that has been quickened by an ap- 
preciation of the grave character of the subject committed 


| to them, and of the interest feit by the House and the coun. 


try in its remarkable details. 

It soon became evident that the mere abstraction of cer. 
tain bonds from the Interior Department, a fact easijy 
ascertained and indeed admitted by the person who wok 
them, was an incident of minor importance in comparison 
with the transactions preceding and connected with that 
act, and your committee therefore considered it incumbent 
upon them to trace as accurately and thoroughly as possi- 
ble, through the tortuous windings of vast and complicated 
interests, and extensive, though concealed, ramifications 
the motives and purposes and deeds of those who have 
been the parties to a oe and unprecedented fraud upon 
one of the Departments of the Government. In view of 
the magnitude of the offense and the great loss involved, 
they have regarded themselves fully justified in pushing 
the investigation to the furthest limit of the authority vested 
inthem. The want of time, rather than the lack of zeal, 
has prevented them from obtaining all the information they 
desired; yet enough has been ascertained to satisfy, in 
their opinion, the material inquiries with which they were 
charged by the House, as they think will appear trom a 
succinct account of the evidence that has been adduced 
before them. 

THE INDIAN TRUST BONDS. 


By feterence to the abstract marked “ A,” herewiti 
transmitted, it will be seen that the Government stil! holas 
State bonds and certificates and United States stocks for 
certain Indian tribes to the amount of $2,525,241 82. These 
bonds, as well as the eight hundred and seventy abstracted, 
and one Indian bond handed to Hon. G. N. Fircu, and not 
returned by him to the Department, for reasons assigned in 
his correspondence with Godard Bailey, were purchased 
from time to time by authority of law with the money of the 
Indians arising from treaty stipulations. Originally, they 
were in charge of the Indian bureau, while that bureau was 
connected with the Depariment of War, and remained in 
its custody after it became one of the bureaus of the Interior 
Department in 1849, and from that time up to 1857. In that 
year the custody of the secutities was transferred to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. The Government having the bonds 
in its possession, was the trustee for the Indians, who were 
the actual owners of them; and presuming that its agents 
have exercised ordinary diligence and care as their custo- 
dians, the question arises as to the extent of its liability for 
their loss. 

Your committee do not, however, propose to pursue that 
inquiry, as they cannot doubt that a great and magnani- 
mous Government will not permit those who have coin- 
mitted themselves to its protection to be robbed by its of- 
ficers or employés, without making prompt and ample 
compensation. Yet the disregard of these fiduciary obliga- 
tions would seem to aggravate the turpitude of the offender 
whose felonious hand could rifle so sacred a trust. Such 
an actfurnishes most melancholy evidence of the decay of 
public virtue, and will remain a blot upon our history, and 
an indication of our downward career. In this respect it 
matters but littke who was the transgressor. ‘The fact of 
the commission of the act, at a moment when we thought 
we had reason to boast of our good faith and integrity, wil! 
remain fixed in the public mind, and be remembered as a 
dark offense when its guilty perpetrators have been long 
forgotten. 

THE MANNER OF KEEPING THE BONDS. 


Under previous Administrations the bonds were placed in 
the immediate charge of some clerk, selected for his integ 
rity and capacity, who kept them in a safe in the Indian 
office. No stamp or other mark of designation was placed 
upon any of them, with the exception of a small portion, 
and the only safeguard the Government had was the faith- 
fulness and honesty of the person intrusted with their keep 
ing. So careless a mode of transacting the public business 
and administering a trust so delicate and important, as- 
tounds us by the magnitude of its foliy. Neither the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs nor the Secretary of the Interior 
ever counted the bonds in person, and the only information 
that either of them could have possessed touching their 
safety was the payment of the coupons every six months, 
and such examinations as they occasionally chose to orde: 
to be made by others. Fortunately for the Government, 
however, no loss was sustained during previous Adniinis 
trations; nor is there the slightest ground to believe that 
Hon. Robert McClelland, of Michigan, former Secretary 
of the Interior, whose supervision of the trust while itre 
mained in the Indian office has been called in question, 
and whose letter was referred to your committee, acted at 
any time or in any way unfaithful to it. On the contrary, 
the evidence of Mr. Henry Beard entirely exonerates hin 
from any blame, further than the expression already made 
by the committee of their opinion of the mode in which 
the business was generally managed. , 

Your committee will not pause to inquire which Secre- 
tary exercised the greatest watchfulness and care ; for it 
is not within their province to institute such an invesuga- 
tion. Those desirous of further information can obtain it 
from the records of the Interior Department. Still, they 
deem it but justice to add that they have discovered noth- 
ing to involve the Inte Secretary, Hon. Jacob Thompson, 
in the slightest degree in the fraud, and nothing to indi- 
cate that he had any complicity in the abstraction, or that 
he had any knowledge of it until the time of the disclosure 
by Godard Bailey. Soon after he entered upon the duties 
of his office, at the commencement of the present Admin- 
istration, he appointed two additional disbursing clerks for 
his Department, one of whom was Mr. Bailey, who was 
placed in charge of the Indian trust bonds. His letter of 
appointment, signed by J. Thompson, Secretary, bears date 
July 1, 1857, and, among other things, says: ‘Under this =a 
pointment I desire particularly that you should take charge 
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for the benefit of the Indians, collect the interest thereon 
as itmay become due, and see that the same ts properly 
paid into the public Treasury.”? A bond was required ofhim, 
\vhie he subsequently executed, in the penal sum of $5,000 
vith Benjamin MeCullough, of Texas, and Wm. C. Cor- 
ricr, of Charleston, South Carolina, as securities. This 
boud was acknowledged before Moses Kelly, justice of the 
wace, and its sufficiency certified to by Philip Barton Key, 
United States district attomey. It was then approved by 
J. Thompson. Copies of the appointment and bond will 
be found among the accompanying documents. ‘The evi- 
dence shows that Mr. Bailey came to Washington a bank- 
rupt in fortune, and a political adventurer seeking office. 
{lc brought with him, however, the highest testimonials of 
coufidence and respect from various distinguished men in 
Alabama, where be lived, and in South Carolina, where he 
was born, and had previously resided. —Being a man of 
acknowledged talents, with these evidences of capacity 
and respectability, We are not surprised that the Secretary 
of the Interior reposed confidence in him. While he 
should, perhaps, have exercised a more watchful guardian- 
ship over the stocks, and the movements of his subordi- 
nates, it cannot be inferred that he was intentionally negli- 
gent of his duty. Any other public functionary might have 
been deceived in the same way. 
THE ABSTRACTED BONDS. 


Allthe stocks, including those that were abstracted, were 
kept in the room in the Interior Department occupied by 
Mr. Bailey, in a safe, the key of which was in his sole pos- 
session. The accompanying extract, marked “ B,” will 
show the character and respective amounts of the abstracted 
bonds, as well as the States by which they were issued, 
except in this—that the whole amount, as shown by said 
abstract, is cight hundred and seventy-two, of 31,000 each, 
when, in faet, Mr. Bailey delivered to Mr. William H. Rus- 
sell eight hundred and seventy only. One of the other two 
is accounted for by the correspondence between Mr. Fircnu 
and Mr. Bailey, already referred to. The reason why the 
remaining one is embraced in the abstract, and was included 
in the published list, is explained by the evidence of Mr. 
Henry Beard, the faithful custodian of the bonds under Sec- 
retary McClelland. 

Mr. Beard says, “in the advertisement, eight hundred 
and seventy-one bonds were embraced. The Indian bond 
handed to Mr. Fircn, as stated, was not embraced. It oc- 
curred in this way: it ueeded only one hundred and forty- 
three Tennessee bonds to complete the eight hundred and 
seventy missing; but our office book, or list of bonds, as 
prepared by Bailey, indicated one hundred and forty-four 
as missing. The Secretary directed us to include all the 
one hundred and forty-four, as at that time some uncertainty 
was felt whether there might not be more than eight hun- 
dred and seventy missing. The advertisement was pre- 
pared in haste, and before the ful! investigation by Mr. Lam- 
mond, Mr. Williamson, and myself was completed.” 

To avoid the inconvenience of referring to abstract “ B,” 
your committee will state that ninety-nine of these bonds 
were issued by the State of Missouri for the St. Louis and 
Iron Mountain railroad, ninety by the same State for the 
Hannibal and St. Joseph road, one hundred and thirty for 
the North Missouri road, fifty-one for the Missouri Pacific 
road; seventy-two by the State of North Carolina, dated 
January, 1856; one hundred and four by the same State, 
dated July, 1857; one hundred and nineteen by the same 
State, dated January, 1857; forty-five by the saine State, 
dated October, 1856; two by the same State, dated April, 
1857; fifteen by the same State, dated October, 1857; four- 
teen by the State of Tennessee, dated January, 1852; five 
of the same State, dated January, 1854; ten of the same 
State, dated January, 1855; forty by the same State, dated 
January, 1856; and seventy-five by the same State, dated 
January, 1857. 

Some difficulty occurred in the identification of the North 
Carolina bonds. Several witnesses stated that they held 
bonds whose numbers corresponded with those given ip a 
printed list, and as they had been held by themselves, or 
those from whom they obtained them, long before those in 
the Interior Department were abstracted, they inferred that 
the list was incorrect. The solution of the difficulty or mis- 
understanding may be found in this: the State of North 
Carolina issued bonds to aid in various enterprises, and 
these were divided into classes, each class bearing a differ- 
ent date, yet having a precisely similar series of numbers. 
A party might, therefore, hold a bond whose number cor- 
responded with anumber on the printed list, but the bonds 
would not be identical, because belonging to separate 
classes, designated by different dates. There seems to have 
been no cause for similar mistakes in reference to the bonds 
issued by other States. 


NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN MR. RUSSELL AND MR. BAILEY. 

William H. Russell is the head of the house of Russell, 
Majors & Waddell, a firm widely known as contractors 
with the War Department for transporting Army provisions 
over the western and southwestern plains. Mr. Russell 
stated to the committee that he had heard in New York of 
such a man as Mr. Bailey, although he did not exactly re- 
member his name, who had been in that city to sell Chi- 
riqui securities and Florida bonds, the latter for Mr. Yulee, 
a Senator from that State. When asked from whom he re- 
ceived his information, he gave the answer usually resorted 
to in such cases, namely: he could not remember. The 
next heard of Mr. Russell is, that he is on his way from New 
York to Washington, in company with Luke Lea, Esq., a 
banker in the latter city. Mr. Lea was formerly Commis- 
stoner of Indian Affairs, and is a partner of Mr. Russell in 
the banking business at Leavenworth, Kansas. 

In a conversation that ensued between them, Mr. Russell 
made known to Mr. Lea his embarrassed circums\ances, 
and asked if he (Mr. Lea) did not know of some one that 
could assist him, (Mr. Russell.) Mr. Lea answered in the 
hegative. He states in his testimony that Mr. Russell sug- 
eested that he had heard of a man in Washington, by the 
hame of Bailor or Bartey, who was a relation of Governor 


“ 


loyd, and an agent for the negotiation or sale of stocks, || 


and asked his friend if he knew him. Mr. Lea was again 
compelled to give a negative reply, but stated that he knew 








THE CONGRESSION 


of the stocks held in trust by the head of the Department || a man there by the name of Bailey; and Mr. Russell said | 





that he supposed that he v 
search. 

It is very evident, from Mr. Lea’s examination, that he 
was both an arttul and unwilling witness. He had to be 
pressed with great pertinacity to induce him to disclose | 
what he knew, and even then his answers were so inter- | 
spersed with irrelevantand equivocal remarks, designed to | 
relieve him from suspicion of complicity, that your com 
mittee are compelled reluctantly to notice the absence of 
the candor and frankness that they might reasonably ex- 
pect to find in his responses. He was compelled, however, 
to say that he informed Mr. Russell that Mr. Bailey wasin 
no condition to assist him; that he had no stocks or money, 
*‘and was as poor as anybeody.’’? Before separating, Mr. 
Russell, seeming still to believe that aid might be obtained in 
the quarter indicated, requested Mr. Lea to see Mr. Bailey 
in regard to the matter. Mr. Lea complied with this re- 
quest, and stated to Mr. Bailey that Mr. Russell had said, 
unless assistance was rendered, the acceptances of Gov- 
ernor Floyd would be protested, and he would be compelled 
to retire from the Cabinet. Mr. Lea is, however, careful 
to state in his evidence, that he gave no intimation to Mr. 
Bailey that he might use the stocks he had in his charge be- 
longing to the Indian trust fund. Mr. C. G. Wagner, who 
is neariy related to Mr. Bailey, and in whose hands was 
first placed his confession, states, in his evidence, given, 
your committee are pleased to say, with full and honorable 
frankness, that he learned from Mr. Bailey that Mr. Lea did 
mention the stocks in the conversation between them. And 
indeed this would naturally be inferred, from the fact that 
Mr. Lea was perfectly familiar with the business of the De- 
partment, and knew that Mr. Bailey had the stocks in 
charge, and had no large command of private means. Mr. 
Lea admits that after the delivery of the first installment of 
bonds to Mr. Russell, he knew that Mr. Russell and Mr. 
Bailey were engaged in rifling the Indian trust safe ; that 
they so confessed to him; that he had conversations with 
them on the subject, and that he endeavored to dissuade 
them from further commissions of the crime. 

He also states that he refrained from informing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of the transactions referred to, and 
that he exacted the most solemn pledges from his two 
friends that his name should never be publicly known in | 
connection with the business. But his precautions have 
not availed to afford him entire exemption from responsi- | 
bility in connection with the transactions your committee 
have inquired into. Mr. Lea did not introduce Mr, Bailey 
to Mr. Russell, nor does he state that he appointed for them 
a place of meeting; yet it happened that these two per- 
sons did meet at the War Department on the same day that 
the interview between Mr. Lea and Mr. Bailey occurred. 
Mr. Russell says this was between the 12th and 15th days 
of Jast July. It was probably on the 13th day of that 
month. The chief clerk of the War Department, Secre- 
tary Floyd’s most intimate friend, Colonel W. R. Drinkard, 
was the medium through whom the introduction took place. 
On that day they had their first interview at the War De- 
partment. Colonel Drinkard, as shown by his own evi- 
dence, impressed Mr. Bailey with the belief that Mr. Rus- 
sell was a gentleman of great respectability and pecuniary 
resources, and that, if the acceptances of the Secretary of 
War were allowed to go to protest, he (the Secretary) 
“would be greatl yagonized and disturbed.”? Messrs. Russell 
and Bailey held a private interview in the third story of the 
Department, and, within a few hours thereafter, Mr. Bailey 
delivered to Mr. Russell $150,000 of bonds, at the room of 
the latter person, in Washington city, and, on the same 
evening, the recipient returned with them to New York. 
Mr. Russell states that he left with Mr. Bailey one note of 
Russell, Majors & Waddell in their stead, as security. 
Ninety of these one hundred and fifty bonds were Mis- 
souris, and the rest Tenfessees. Mr. Russell does not re- 
collect, at first, whether or not the January coupons were 
on the bonds; but states that, subsequently, the most of 
the bonds were retired by him, in order to obtain those 
coupons to return to Mr. Bailey, as he (Bailey) was posi- 
tive in his request to have them returned. ‘These cou- 
pons having been taken off, the bonds were afterwards 
disposed of. ‘The object was, of course, to conceal the 
fraud; for, if the coupons were on hand, it was not prob- 
able that the bonds would be demanded or inquired for. 

According to the statement of Mr. Russell, there was no 


| 
further correspondence or communication between Mr. 
i 
| 


the man of whom he was in | 











Bailey and himself until the September following. At that 
time he returned to Washington for the purpose of obtain- 
ing others. An interview was held with Mr. Bailey, the 
result of which was, that three hundred and eighty-seven 
bonds, in addition to those first taken, were transferred to 
Mr. Russell on the following day. The protection of the 
honor of Secretary Floyd, the necessity of providing for the 
other acceptances and the bonds previously delivered, and 
which were alleged to have been hypothecated, were as- 
signed as the reasons for requiring further assistance. In 
this, as in the first instance, the paper of Russell, Majors & 
Waddell was leftas security. Mr. Russell states that at this 
conference Mr. Bailey first informed him that the bonds in 
his possession belonged to the Indian trust fund. It was 
the agreement that the bonds firsttaken should be returned 
within ninety days; but at the second interview, the time 
was extended to the 4th of March, 1861. 

In October, Mr. Russell returned the South Carolinaand 
Florida bonds, one hundred and forty or fifty in number, 
having ascertained that he could not negotiate them, and 
North Carolina bonds were substituted in their stead. Mr. 
Russell again appeared in Washington in December follow- 
ing, and onthe grounds so successfully relied upon before, 
namely: the protection of the War Department from dis- 
grace, and the bonds previously taken from sacrifice, he 
was enabled to obtain from Mr. Bailey three hundred and | 
thirty-three bonds, as an additional advance, making the 
entire number abstracted eight hundred and seventy. From 
the bonds obtained on the second and third occasions, al- 
ready referred to, itis evident the January coupons were cut 
off, as a precaution against detection. Nine Teunessce cou- || 
pons, belonging to other bonds than those abstracted, were 
returned by Mr. Russell, doubtless because the abstracted | 
bonds had passed beyond his reach. 





AL GLOBE. — 


| 
The transaction last \\ 





referred to appetts to have closed the business relations 
of these two persons, so far, at least, as they related to the 
abstraction of bonds 


MR. BAILEY’S MOTIVES FOR TAKING THE BONDS. 

Why Mr. Bailey abstracted the bonds is a question to 
which your committee can present no satisfactory answer. 
As he and Mr, Russell were entire strangers previously to 
to their meeting at the Wac Department, neither the obli- 
gations of friendship nor the suggestions of kindly teeling 
seem to have prompted the act. Mr. Russell insists that 
no money or other valuable consideration ever passed to 
Mr. Bailey, or, indeed, was ever mentioned in their inter- 
views. Mr. Bailey confirms this statement in various com- 
munications which have reached your committee. It is 
not ascertained, either, that Mr. Bailey came suddenly inte 
the possession of any large amounts of money. His bank 
account Was kept with Messrs. Riggs & Co., of Washing- 
ton city, and Mr. Riggs testifies that between July and the 
13th of December, his deposits increased largely over for 
mer ones ; but amounted in the aggregate to not more than 
five or six thousand dollars. Itis true that this sum isa 
large one to be in the possession of a person whose salary 
was but $2,000 per annum, and who was supporting a fam- 
ily; yet it would not, of itself, constitute a ground for grave 
suspicion, or afford a clew to the discovery of the purposes 
of the abstractor. 

Mr. Bailey, in his conversations with various witnesses, 
stated that his design was to protect the character of Gov- 
ernor Floyd, and to save him from the dishonor and retire- 
ment from the Cabinet that would be necessarily incident 
to the protest and discovery of the acce pancogagbich had 
been illegally issued to the firm of RusselF/- Majors & 
Waddell. Whether this consideration was the sole motive 
of his conduct, it is left to the House todetermine. Your 
committee are, however, constrained to express the con- 
viction that behind the events that have been made con- 
spicuous, and beneath the exterior of the transactions that 
have been described, isa purpose which, although success- 
fully hidden, was none the less powerful and efficient, and 
has given unity and vitality to the schemes now partially 
exposed. 

MR. BAILEY’S CONFESSION. 


A part of the evidence adduced is found in a communt- 
cation from Mr. Bailey, dated December 1, 1860, and ad- 
dressed to Hon. Jacob ‘Thompson, Secretary of the Interior, 
containing a statement that a portion of the bonds consti- 
tuting the Indian trust fund, amounting to $870,000, were 
no longer in his possession. This confession was, on the 
13th of December, placed in the hands of Mr. Wagner, 
with the request that it should be delivered to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior five days before the expiration of bis 
term of office ; or, as Mr. Wagner understood it, five days 
before the 4th of March. On the 20th of the same month, 
Mr. Bailey addressed a note to Mr. Wagner, requesting that 
the note previously committed to him (Mr. Wagner) should 
be given to the Secretary of the Interior immediately upon 
his return from North Carolina. Mr. ‘Thompson arrived on 
the afternoon of the 22d of December. 

On the evening of that day the acceptances issued by the 
War Department, and the receipt given for the bonds by 
Mr. Russell, were handed to Mr. Thompson, at the otlice 
of the President, in the Executive mansion, by Hon. Il. M. 
Rice, United States Senator from Minnesota. No earlicr 
intimation of the abstraction had reached Mr. Thompson. 
Your committee not designing to examine Mr. Bailey asa 
witness, the chairman addressed to Mr. Rice a note, and 
politely requested his attendance. To this he replied that 
he would answer any question that might be propounded 
to him, in writing. Seeing that he stood so pertinaciously 
on his privilege as a Senator, it was not thought consistent 
with the duty of the cormmittee or dignity of the louse to 
press any further inquiries, unless the House shall so order. 

Had the original intention of withholding from the See- 
retary all knowledge of the fraud until within a tew days of 
the 4th of March been carried out, the confusion incident 
to a change of administrative officers would have prevented 
prompt investigation, and deprived Mr. Thompson of the 
means of immediate defense. 

Mr. Bailey, in the exercise of forethought prudent to 
avoid detection, made up his stock account for the current 
year, showing on its face that all the bonds were safely in 
his custody, and had caused its presentation to the Second 
Atditor, Mr. Fuller. That officer refused to approve it for 
the reason that the coupon account, designed to be acheck 
upon it, did not accompany it. It is, perhaps, to this re- 
fusal that may in part be attributed the early discicsure of 
the fraud. 

~[t will be observed that, while Mr. Bailey’s statement is 
dated December 1, 1860, and embraces the entire number 
of bonds, and fixes the month of July as the time at which 
he intrusted them to other parties, the testimony of Mr. 
Russell shows that they were notall delivered at one time, 
but that three hundred and thirty-three were transferred to 
him on the 13th of December—nearly two weeks subse- 
quent to the date of Mr. Bailey’s confession. The only 
satisfactory explanation that can be given of this notice- 
able discrepancy is the supposition that the statement was 
actually prepared on the day it was given to Mr. Wagner, 
and the day the last bonds were delivered to Mr. Russell, 
and dated wrongfully “ December 1,” to allay any suspicion 
that mnght be excited if it were seen that the date of the 
abstraction was identical with the date of the last accept- 
ance which was issued by the War Department, for the 


purpose, as your committee think, of making up a definite 
amount of securities. 


THE DISPOSITION OF THE BONDS. 


As soon as the abstraction of the bonds was made known 
to the Secretary of the Interior, he applied himself dili 
gently to discover with whom they were lodged, that pro- 
ceedings might be instituted for their recovery. Moses 
Kelley, Esq., his chief clerk, was dispatched to New York, 
and he there caused writs of injunction to be served upon 
a few parties, inwhose possession he had reason to ietieve 
some of the bonds to be. But ascertaining this mode of 
obtaining the desired information to be both slow and tin- 
satisfactory, Mr. Thompson advised that your committee 
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should hold some of its sessions in the city of New Vork. 
Being desirous of expediting the investigation, and of avoid- 
ing the heavy expense that would be incident to the sum- 
moning of a large number of witnesses from that city, your 
committee concurred in the propriety of this suggestion ; 
and having asked for and obtain?d leave to sitin such places 
as they believed the public interest required, they pro- 
eceded, at considerable inconvenience, to New York. 

From the testimony there procured, it was apparent that 
the bonds had been disyosed of by Mr. Russell and his 
agent, and that Mr. Russell did not have it in his power to 
reswore any of them. A limited number of them were 
traced into the possession of certain individuals and cor- 
ae as follows: 

erchants’ Benevolent Association, New York city, ie 

ness, Hector Morrison,) Missouris............ 1,000 
Meigs & Greenleaf, for account of C. W. Purrel & 

Co., Richmond, Va., (witness, C. A. Meigs,) 

Press Siucten Febtne whose oe seve 10,000 
Mitchell, Schenectady, N. Y., from one to three, 


___ THE CONGRESSIONAL GIL 


| 


State not mentioned, (Meigs witness)........ 2,000 | 


Sanders, Haydensvillc, Mass., one to three, State 


not given, (Meigs witness)............+ onenecse 2,000 
James G. King & Sons, New York city, (J.G. King 

witness,) Missouris ........-....+++ pecsctecss Been l 
Clark, Dodge & Co., New York city, (witness, 

L. ©. Clark). ..000 vccccsvcevesescese Sesccccers 2,000 
Capt. Porter, New York city, (Matthew Morgan 

WHRMEES)...26. seccccccces gdececve pevees 2,000 


Jerome Fitzhugh & Co., New York city, pur- 
chesed with knowledge of their character, (J. 


H. Gart WOON) so cand ccnssvcsades Seccsece BOynee 
W. T. Coffman & Co., New York city, (Coleman 
WHERE) 50 ccscccecccsee eessecs eoerecces 0 se ceee 50,009 
George Smith, Chicago, (A. Campbell witness)... 21,000 

Thomas Swann, Baltimore, (William McKim 
WIRMEBH) 0c ccc ccccassccesccccesececs ev ssveces - 10,000 


R. D. Gaither, Baltimore, (W. Fisher witness).. 3,000 
B. Atkinson, Baltimore, (W. Fisher witness).... 1,000 
‘Townshend Scott, Baltimore, (W. Fisher witness) 5,000 
Lowndes, Thompson & Co., Baltimore, (Martin 


$134,000 


A few other bonds were ascertained to have been pur- 


chased by Riggs & Co., bankers, of Washington, for other 
parties, and by other individuals, which are not included 
in the above statement. 

At an early stage of our proceedings, and before the ex- 
amination of any witnesses, your committee designated two 
of their number, the chairman and Hon. Mr. Tomas, to 
eonsult with Robert Ould, Esq., United States district at- 
torney for the District of Columbia, in reference to the ab- 


straction of tife bonds, and the legal questions connected | 


therewith. That officer advised that the testimony of both | 


Mr. Bailey and Mr. Russell should be taken. 

An important witness, Jerome B. Simpson, who would 
be found in New York, it was expected, could not be ob- 
tained. He had acted in that city as the confidential busi- 
ness agent of Russell, Majors, & Waddell, and knew, it was 
believed, all the details of their business transactions with 
the Government, and of the abstraction of the bonds. The 
most active and diligent search for him proved unavailing. 


As none of his acquaintances remember to have seen him | 


since about the day following Mr. Russell's arrest, and as 
no trace of him has yet been discovered, it is evident that 
he absconded or concealed himself tv avoid the responsi- 
bility of his acts, and an appearance before the committee 
or the courts. 

In view of this circumstance, and of the advice given by 
the district attorney, and under the belief that, unless a full 
statement could be obtained trom some one immediately 
connected with the transaction, no satisfactory report could 


be made of “ the facts ta relation to the said fraud” as was | 


required by the resolution of the House, it was determined 
to afford Mr. Russell an opportunity of appearing before the 
committee. Previous to his appearance, it had been de- 
cided to leave it optional with himself to answer or not as 
he might elect. This purpose will plainly appear from the 
following extract from the record of the proceedings, page 
983: 
‘*Monpay, January 14, 1860. 
* William H. Russell appeared. 


“The Chairman. Mr. Russell, your counsel have doubt- | 


less apprised you of your rights. You are under a criminal 


prosecution, and I deem it my duty to state to you that the | 
committee do not propose to require of you to answer any || 
questions. If you clroose voluntarily to do so, you can; | 
but if you do not prefer to do it, as indicated to you, you |! 


ean withhold your answer. 


“Mr. Russell. [am anxious to make a ful) statement in 
regard tothe bonds. I claim to be an honest man, and would | 


prefer to make out a statement of the whole transaction in 
writing, and have you spread it at length on your record. 
J ask that as a favor from the committee. 1} am under a 
criminal prosecution, and think it due to me that I should 
be permitted to make a full statement, although I do not 
fear the result of the criminal prosecution. If the commii- 
see prefers the statement made verbally, I will make it in 
that way, but I should like to make it in writing.” 

~Mr. Russell was then sworn, but after a few questions 
had been proposed, he again expressed a desire to submit a 
written statement, and leave was accordingly granted. On 
the 18th of January he was again before the committee, 
and presented a statement (which will be found among the 
accompanying papers herewith submitted,) prepared, as he 
stated before the committee, by his attorneys, “ the night 
after be asked permission’ of the committee. 

Various interrogatories were proposed, which were 
promptly and freely answered. But when asked, “ Did you 
ever, direetly or indirectly, give to any person any consid- 
eration, or make to any person any present for services 
rendered te you connected with your business with the War 
Department??? Mr. Russel! deelined to respond before con- 
sulting with his counsel. 


| amination would be waived, if he desired it, in whole or 








On the 23d of January he again appeared, and was re- || 
minded of what had been said to him on a previous occa- || 
sion, and more fully admonished that he was not required | 
to answer any questions. He was also advised that his ex- | 

|| 
in part, and that, if he so elected, his evidence already given || 
would be expunged. The act of Congress, approved Jan- || 
uary 24, 1857, entitled “‘An act more effectually to enforce || 
the attendance of witnesses on the summons of either House | 
of Congress, and to compel them to discover their testi- | 
mony,’’ was shown to Mr. Russell; and after reading it, he || 
requested further time to advise with his counsel. Before |; 
leaving the committee-room, however, he stated, in reply || 
to a question, that he understood the statute, and that it 
had been explained to him previously to his appearing be- 
fore the committee. 

On the 25th, Mr. Russell presented to the committee a 
paper, prepared, he states, as an answer to the question 
that had been previously proposed to him, and requested 
that it should be placed upon the record. He left it with 
the committee, and no further questions were proposed. 
This instrument, though not properly belonging to the rec- | 
ord of our proceedings, is transmitted to the House for its 
inspection as one of the accompanying papers. On exaim- 
ination, it will be found to be notan answer to the question 
that had been asked as introductory to more important 


| ones, but an elaborate effort made by Mr. Russell, with 


technical adroitness and Jegal acumen, to avail himself of 
the act of Congress betore referred to, and to interpose it 
as a shield between himself and the consequences of his 
deeds. Nearly all the material statements therein contained 
are wholly incorrect. It is not truce, as he alleges, “ that 
he was not permitted by law to refuse to testify to any fact” 
within the scope of ourinquirics. Neither is it true “ that 
he was required to testify.””. He testified of his own free 
will, and was not *‘ compelled,” as declared by the title of 
the act, “‘ to discover testimony,” nor was he * required,” 
as expressed in the body of the law, to give his evidence. 
Your committee, therefore, while they are constrained to 


| consider the course adopted by Mr. Russell as a confession 





(pon this suggestion the examination was at once sus- 1 


pended. 


|| of his moral guilt, do not deem it within their province to 
So fl” ee eee _ 5,000 


anticipate or prejudge a question of law which may arise 
in legal prosecutions. 


THE ACCEPTANCES ISSUED BY THE SECRETARY OF WAR. 


When the iniquitous act perpetrated by one of the sub- 
ordinate officers of the [nterivr Department in the ab- 
straction of bonds was made known, it was discovered, at | 


the same time, that acceptances, unauthorized by law, and || 


deceptive and fraudulent in their character, had been is- 
sued by the Secretary of War in favor of Messrs. Russell, 
Majors & Waddell. As a portion of these are inseparably 
connected with the history of the bond embezzlement, itis 
proposed first to inquire into the circumstances attending 
their issue. 


It is stated by Mr. Russell that, on the day he made his 


last application for securities, Mr. Bailey agreed to furnish 
them on the condition that there should be deposited with 
him, in their place, the acceptances of Governor Floyd, as 
Secretary of War. Mr. Russell, it would appear, had then 
on hand $735,000 of acceptances, $72,000 of which were | 
unconditional, and the balance conditional, and payable 
out of the earnings of Russell, Majors & Waddell for 1861. 


| [Copies of the acceptances will be found embraced in the 


testimony of Hon. Jacob Thompson.] The amount of the 
bonds he received on that and previous occasions was 
eight hundred and seventy, or $870,000. There was there- 
fore wanting, to make up the requisite sum of securities, 
$135,000; and we aecordingly find that there is an accept- 
ance, bearing date December 13, for that precise amount. 
When it is remembered that that is the date of the last de- 
livery of bonds, and of the receipt therefor, the inference 








} seems unavoidable that the acceptance was issued to make 


up an ascertained deficiency, and that it was anticipated 
that it would go into the possession of Bailey. 

There are other facts that should be stated in this con- 
nection. Mr. Russell fixes the probable earnings of his firm 
for the year 1861 at from $500,000 to $600,000, while Cap- 
tain Van Vliet estimated them at $488,000 for 1860; and 
General Johuson says, in his testimony, that, for the pres- 
ent year, they will be about what they were in 1860, which 
was 3540,000, including a payment made in Washington, 
by Captain Miller, of a litthe more than $69,000. The 
conditional acceptances given to Mr. Bailey amount to | 
$798,000, or $248,000 more than the maximum sum that 
eould have been earned by Messrs. Russell, Majors & 





Waddell, during that year, according to the estimates of 
the Department, based upon the earnings of the previous 
year. The acceptances for the $798,000 were the only con- 
ditional ones issued, and these, together with those for 
$72,000, issued unconditionally, must be regarded as a loss, 
as the Government will, doubtless, acknowledge the obli- 
gation to replace the bonds belonging to the Indian trust 
fund; and there is little reason to expect that Russell, Ma- 
jors, & Waddell will make a return of what they have 
received. 

If your committee could rest here, and could feel justi- 
fied in expressing the belief that there are no other out- 
standing liabilities, and that no further demands would be 
made upon this or any future Congress, in connection with 
these extraordinary proceedings, they would deem this an 
eceasion for congratulation to the House. But, unfortu- 
nately, there are transactions of a similar charaeter, but of 
a still greater magnitude, that claim your attention. 

In 1858,-the Secretary of War commenced the issue of 
acceptances, and, at the same time, wrote to various banks 
and individuals urging their purchase or discount. One of 
his letters, and one trom Colonel Drinkard, chief clerk of 
the War Department, to James T’. Soutter, Esq., president 
of the Bank of the Kepublic, will be found included in the 
testimony taken in New York. Copies of various other 
letters relating to the same subject, obtained from the War 
Department, accompany this report. Mr. F. P. James, of 
New York city, testified before the committee that Mr. 
Soutter, to whom reference has been already made, said to 
him upon one occasion that he had a draft for $15,000, and 
with it a letter from the Secretary of War, sta*ing that he 
had issued, or was about to issue, acceptances in favor of | 





| 


OBE. 
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Russell, Majors & Waddell, but that at no time should he 
issue those acceptances to exceed one half of the amount 
whieh he knew, of his own knowledge, was actually due 
to the parties for services already performed. Mr. Soutter 
on being called on to produce this communication, say2 
that ‘* he had an impression, and he supposed it was derived 
from a letter of Mr. Flové, iat the War Department js 
sued acceptances to the extent only of one half of the 
amount that would become due to Russell, Majors & Wad. 
dell on work in process of execution.” Although an ex. 
amination of the lettess received by the bank, and his own 
private letters, failed to bring to light such a communica 

tion as he had expected to find, Mr. Soutter does not change 
his opinion, but concludes that it was derived from the 
statements of some persons whose names he cannot now 
recall. These letters and representations are important as 
showing the means adopted by the Secretary of War to get 
the paper he issued into circulation. ” 


MORE THAN $6,000,000 or ACCEPTANCES IssUED. 


Tn relation to the acceptances issued unconditionally by 
the Jate Secretary of War, your committee deem it their 
duty to state all the facts they have been able to discover, 
as fully as possible. They amount, if the aggregate, to the 
enormous sum of $6,179,395. Add thereto the conditional 
acceptances which have already been thrown back upon 
the Government through the agency of Mr. Bailey, and the 
sum total is $6,977,395. This estimate is based upon data 
furnished by the War Department. It appears therefrom 
that acceptances to the ainount of $840,000 were returned 
to the Department for cancellation. Mr. Russell, however, 
claims to have returned only $200,000, or $250,000. He 
further states that the acceptances which he did return 
were those which had matured in his own pocket, and 
could not therefore be negotiated. But this assertion is 
positively contradicted by the indorsements on the returned 
acceptances, and by the testimony of Mr. Irvin, a clerk in 
the War Department. 

From the careless and irresponsible manner in which 
business was transacted by that gentleman and tle late Sec- 
retary of War, and from the fact that it was the habit of 
Governor Floyd to issue acceptances at the Department or 
at his house, or at whatever place he happened to be, it is 
a matter of great uncertainty whether or not the $840,000 
should be deducted from the sum heretofore stated. he 
probability is, that when the acceptances were returned to 
Governor Floyd by Mr. Russell, he accepted others at the 
same time fr the same amount, of which there was no 
registry made. Itis deemed safest to proceed upon the sup- 
positim that the acceptances made in the place of those re- 
turned were registered. Upon this hypothesis, the $840,000 
must be deducted from the $6,179,395 of unconditional ac- 
ceptancés made and registered in the War Department. 


| ‘This would leave of them, so far as is shown by the records 
| of that Department, $5,339,395 still in circulation ; add to 


this amount the $798,000 of conditional acceptances re- 
ceived by Mr. Bailey in lieu of the bonds, and the aggregate is 
$6,137,395. Here, then, confining the statement tothe rec. 
ords of the War Departinent, is a deficit of $6,137,395 to fail 


| upon the holders of these acceptances, or to be assumed in 


some way by the Government. 


WHAT WAS DONE WITH THE ACCEPTANCES. 


The evidence shows that the acceptances have been sold 
in various parts of the United States, wherever a bank or 
private individual could be induced to purchase. Inasmuch, 
however, as the amount of those that have been traced di- 
rectly into the hands of present holders constituted buta 
small fraction of the sum still unaccounted for, and as own- 
ers are daily filing additional claims at the War Depart- 
ment, it is deemed unnecessary to give a detailed statement 
of the discovered acceptances, or to make other mention 
of them than to refer to the papers relating thereto pre- 
sented by the War Department, and to the general evidence. 

It is proper, however, to remark in this connection, that 
while your committee do not deem it necessary to give said 
details, the data in the War Department fix the minimum 
amount of outstanding acceptances known to that Depart- 
ment at $1,445,000. 


FURTHER LIGHT ON GOVERNOR FLOYD’S PROCEEDINGS. 


Mr. Richard B. Irvin, the faithful and intelligent clerk to 
whom reference has been made elsewhere in this report, 
says, in his evidence: “ There may, of course, be other 
outstanding acceptances, of the whereabouts of which the 
Department has no knowledge.” There will also be found 
embraced in his evidence, given upon being recalled be- 
fore the committee on the 6th instant, a letter addressed to 
R. A. Barnes, Esq., president of the Bank of the State of 
Missouri, under date of January 24, 1861, to Hon. Joseph 
Holt, Secretary of War, which is of interest, and will throw 
light upon the conduct of Governor Floyd’s proceedings 
and assuranees in regard to the acceptances. Mr. Irvin 
still further testified to the receipt of other letters by the 
War Department since the papers furnished to the com- 
mittee by that Department were transmitted, of a charac- 
ter similar to Mr. Barnes’s. This branch of the inquiry Is 
evidently prolific, and could be pursued to a great length, 
if necessity required, or time would permit. . 


MR. RUSSELL’S ESTIMATE. 


To avoid all appearance of unfairness, your committee 
consider it proper to give Mr. Russell’s estimate of the 
amount of acceptances issued, as set forth in the following 
extract from his testimony : 4 

Question. State as nearly as you can, of yourown know + 
edge and recollection, the amount of acceptances 0! Gov- 
ernor Floyd shown by that (his) account to you? Oe 

Answer. [have got but an idea about it. [twas very a 
I cannot tell how large. I believe it exceeds $3,000,000: 

uestion: Does it not exceed $4,000,000? 
nswer. Ido not recollect. 
uestion. Does it not exceed $5,000,000? 
. I judge not; it is all impression on my ~ ' 
Can you state that you have not recelv ed his 


|| acceptances to an amount exceeding $6,000,000 ? 


Answer. I do not think I have. bere 
n. How much less than $6,000,000 can you say 
was the amount? , 
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_inswer. I will not fix the amount. I know it was very 
iarge. & Know it was millions. 

Question. Will you fix any amount short of $6,000,000 
wise you can say covers it? 

Question. 1 do not think it exceeds $4,000,000. — 

Question. Can you state to the committee within a half 
»yjiou dollars the amount of the acceptances of Governor 
Pieyd which you have paid? 

vinswer. No, sir, Leannot. We have certainly paid up- 
wards of $3,000,000, and probably $3,500,000, and canceled 
tuem or retired them. 

Question. Does $3,500,000 cover the amount? 

winswer. I cannot say positively. 

Question. Can you name a sum which you can be posi- 
tive does cover the amount? 

Answer. 1 am sure we have paid $2,000,000. 

Question. Are you sure you have paid and canceled 
$3,000,000 ? 

Answer. Well, I am pretty confident in my mind that we 

Mave. 

Question. Can you state any amount larger than that 
which you are confident, in your own mind, was paid an 
canceled? 

inswer. No, sir. 

Question. Did you not pay and cancel Governor Floyd’s 
acceptances to an amount larger, at the outside, than 
$3,500,000? 

Answer. I think $3,500,000 will cover the sum. I am 
very confident, in my own mind, that it will. 

Mr. Russell then stated that, besides the acceptances he 
has used and those still remaining in his possession, (the 
latter somewhat less than $200,000 in amount,) Governor 
Floyd gave him others, which he returned unused to the 
War Department. If credence should be given to these 
explanations, the amount of acceptances still outstanding 
is very large. But Mr. Russell’s statements are so ram- 
bling, vague, and unsatisfactory, and he shows such utter 
ignorance of the details of his business, and such incapa- 
city, or unwillingness, to make an exhibit of his affairs, that 
your committee have considered it much safer to base their 
conclusions upon the records furnished by the War De- 
yartment. These records are of a character too peculiar to 

e passed without comment. 


PECULIAR RECORDS IN THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 

By reference to the testimony of Mr. Irvin, a clerk in the 
War Department, it will be seen that he kept a registry of 
the acceptances on loose pieces of paper only, as they were 
reported to him from time to time, and no other was made. 
He states, too, that there was no registration of the $798,000 
of conditional acceptances which fell into Mr. Bailey’s 
hands; and that immediately after the discovery of the ab- 
straction of the bonds, Governor Floyd went to his office 
and directed him (Mr. Irwin) to enter an order of cancel- 
lation of those acceptances, which he did upon a slip of 
paper, as he had entered the dates and amounts of others 
that had been issued. The acceptances being in the hands 
of Hon. Jacob Thompson, having been placed there by Mr. 
Bailey in lieu of the abstracted bonds, an order of cancel- 
lation at such atime, was simply an order against the Gov- 
ernment. Had the acceptances been held by other parties, 
the order would have been equally futile; for, if legally 
issued, it could not invalidate them. 

PAYMENTS TO RUSSELL, MAJORS, AND WADDELL. 

It also appears from the records of the War Department, 
that while these acceptances were being isshed to the 
amount of millions of dollars, Russell, Majors & Waddell 
were regularly receiving their pay for the services performed 
under their contract, in money, from the Government. 
The aggregate amount of the payments made to them, in 
cash, during the years 1858, 1859, and 1860, is $4,842,964 41, 
and a large portion of this sum was paid by the proper offi- 
cerat Leavenworth City, Kansas. Governor Floyd admit- 
ted in his evidence that every acceptance which he made 
“ran against unearned money,” and was designed to give 
them (the contractors) “ the credit of their contract.”” Yet 
there has not been discovered the slighest indication that 
he made any inquiry about the payments, or concerned 
himself to see that they were, when made, applied to the 
acceptances. 

Reference to the testimony of General Johnston, of the 
Army, and of Hon. Mr. Atkinson, the Third Auditor of the 
Treasury, and to a detailed statement of the payments 
which presented to the committee the amounts of the earn- 
ings and payments, will more fully appear. It would, per- 
haps, be sufficient to say, upon this point, that Mr. Russell 
acknowledges that there is now but asmall sum due his 
firm for current earnings.* But it was considered desirable 
to remove all uncertainty from this question, and to ascer- 
tain positively whether Russell, Majors & Waddell had 
ever presented any claim to the War Department for extra 
services, and whether any claim for such services had ever 
been paid by that Department, and correspondence was 
accordingly had with the present Secretary of War, Hon. 
Joseph Holt, who referred the letter of the committee to 
General J. E. Johnston, Quartermaster General, and Colo- 
nel J. RK Taylor, acting Commissary General of Subsist- 
ence. 

It will be seen, from their replies, that no such claim has 
ever been made or allowed. General Johnston, however, 
States that there is an account amounting to $27,390 49 still 
suspended, which the late Secretary of War directed to be 
reduced by a * disallowance”’ of $9,125 62. He.also states 
the sum due them on the 4th of January last, upon current 
earnings, to be $27,750 49, from which must be deducted 
$15,000 for a duplicate payment. ‘This amount was ascer- 
tained by telegraphing to Leavenworth, (at which place the 
“ccounts of Russell, Majors & Waddell are kept,) and, al- 
(hough it may not include other earnings in New Mexico, 
it cannot be largely increased. The facts, therefore, are, 
that Russell, Majors & Waddel! not only absorbed ail the | 
“tts earned by them under their contracts, and sold allthe | 
bonds they received trom Mr. Bailey, but also raised very 
large sums of money upon the acceptances issued by the 
Secretary of War. 

COMMENTS ON GOVERNOR FLOYD’S LETTER. 


The information thus plainly presented seems to demand 
that some mention should be made of the communication 
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| & Waddell. 
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of the late Secretary of War, Hon. John B. Floyd, ad- 
dressed to the Uouse, and by the House referred to your 
committee. In his letter occurs this passage : ** Within the 
four years since I have presided over this Department, not 
a doliar, | believe, has been lost to the Government by em- 
bezzlement or theft, and within that time $60,000,000 have 


| been disbursed. No system of administration, no line of 


policy, I think, could reach better results. No system of 


| accountability could be more perfect.” If by the best ‘ re- 


sults”? are understood to be the depletion of the public 
Treasury and the debasement of public virtue, the approval 
of the vicious and the reprobation of the good ; if by “ the 
most perfect system of accountability” is meant a method 
of transacting business that promises rewards to negligence, 
and affords the most valuable facilities and incentives to 
fraud, then, indeed, may the late Secretary have reason to 
speak with confident self-praises of his “ system of admin- 


| istration” and “line of policy.” 


Whether or not his assertion that there has been no “ em- 
bezzlement”’ or “ theft”? in his Department, that will soon 


| be decided in the courts. The recklessness of his official 
| conduct, his inattention, and the ignorance of the details of 


his affairs, have been already shown, and will stand out in 
still greater distinctness on examination of the contradic- 
tions and obscurities of his testimony. Your committee 
will, therefore, leave judgment to be pronounced by the 
House, and by the country; but will present, as a valuable 


| aid in coming to a correct conclusion, a brief abstract of 


the testimony of Hon. J. P. Bensamin, United States Sen- 


| ator from Louisiana. 


IMPORTANT TESTIMONY OF SENATOR BENJAMIN—BUCHANAN 
NOTIFIED OF GOVERNOR FLOYD’S SYSTEM OF ISSUING AC- 
CEPTANCES. 


Mr. BenJaMin, who promptly appeared at the request of 
the committee, and testified with commendable and cour- 
teous frankness, states that during the first session of the 
present Congress, some twelve or eighteen months ago, he 
was written to by the attorney of Duncan, Sherman & Co., 
of New York, and his opinion requested as to the legality 
of acceptances issued by Governor Floyd to Russell, Majors 
It was mentioned in that letter, that these 
** drafts,” as they were then called, were offered for nego- 
tiation with the assurance that they were issued with the 
approbation of the President and Attorney General. Mr. 
BENJAMIN Visited the President, and submitted the inquiry 
tohim. The President replied that he knew nothing about 
the matter ; that they had been issued without any know]l- 
edge of his; that he did not know by virtue of what law 
they were issued; but that he (Mr. Bensamrn] might rely, 
if Governor Floyd had issued them, he had issued them 
property and that he had better apply to him [Governor 

‘loyd) to ascertain by virtue of what law he was acting. 


INTERVIEW WITH GOVERNOR FLOYD. 


In pursuance of this suggestion, Mr. BENJAMIN called on 
Governor Floyd, and was informed by him that the matter 
had not been submitted to the Attorney General, as was 
stated ; that the drafts were issued in pursuance of a long 
established custom of the office ; that he was not aware of 
any law actually authorizing their issue ; that he would in- 
quire into it; that the acceptances were issued to Russell, 
Majors & Waddell only atter he had ascertained that the 
trains for transportation, which they had contracted to send 
from St. Louis to Utah, had actually started on their way ; 
that the payments were to be made, under the contract, in 
installments as the trains arrived at different points ; and 
that, having received intelligence of the actual departure 
of the trains, he had accepted, in advance of their arrival 
at the intermediate point, having a certainty that they would 
arrive. 

*<T suggested to him,” says Mr. BENJAMIN, “ that I thought 
he was acting imprudently; that if any accident should 
happen to these trains by attacks by Indians, or any other 
cause, and they should fail to arrive, it would be impos- 
sible tor him to pay the acceptances upon intelligence of 
that fact, and that that would give good reasons tor com- 
plaints and investigations which would be injurious to him, 


| and f urged him to discontinue the practice. Two days 
| afterwards I received a note from him, informing me that 


he was obliged for the frank statement I had made to him, 
and that, upon reflection, he had determined he would ac- 
cept no more.”’ 


GOVERNOR FLOYD CONTINUES HIS OLD HABIT. 


It has been shown that, contrary to the assertion of Gov- 
ernor Floyd, no practice of issuing acceptances had ever 
prevailed in the War Department previous to its introduc- 
tion by himself; that he issued these acceptances indis- 
criminately, and without reference to installments, or the 
arrival or Seneeeane of trains, and without regard to money 
which was due. One would naturally expect to find that 
Governor Floyd, having been admonished by one whose 
position and legal learning gave authority to his advice, 
having confessed the illegality of his proceedings, and ex- 
pressed a determination to make no further acceptances, 
would have proceeded thereafter with great caution and cir- 
cumspection, even if he did not entirely discontinue his 
previous policy. It appears, however, that, supposing the 
note to Mr. BENJAMIN, before referred to, to have been writ- 
ten a year ago, there have been issued by Governor Floyd, 
since that time, acceptances to the amount of $2,163,000, 
namely: In April, $40,000; in May, $250,000; in June, 
$350,000 ; in July, $95,000; in August, $235,000; in Sep- 
tember, $125,000; in October, $270,000. To this amount 
must be added the $798,000 of unconditional acceptances, 
of which there is no registry, and the sum total is as above 
stated. Only $60,000 of these acceptances have been re- 
turned to the War Department, and canceled. 

Having had his error and its consequences distinctly 
pointed out, having expressed his intention to refrain, in 
future, from the commission of similar acts, he still per- 
sists in his former course, and actually issued an accept- 
ance for $135,000, at a date so late asthe 13th of December, 
1860. Whether this manifest contempt of counsel, dis- 
obedience of Jaw, and violation of a solemn promise, can 
be reconciled with purity of private motives, and faithful- 


| ness to public trusts, is for the House to determine. It is 


the upinion of your committee that they cannot. 





















RECOMMENDATIONS FOR NEW LEGISLATION. 


| Your committee have now reported, so far as ascertained, 
, all the material facts connected with the abstraction of 
| bonds from the Interior Department, and with a series of 
transactions unprecedented in their character, and remark- 
able for alternate exhibitions of fraud and folly. 

As one of the results of the examination they have made, 
they submit a bill to provide for the more certain and effect- 
ual punishment of crimes, such as those that have been 
brought to their notice, and also amendatory of the second 
section of the act of Congress, approved January 24, 1857, 
entitled “ An act more effectually to enforce the attendance 
of witnesses on the summons of either House of Congress, 
and to compel them to disclose testimony.” 


They also beg leave to suggest that the fluctuations of the 
stock market, and the delay and uncertainty in the collec- 
tion of the interest on the bonds, seem to demand some 
further legislation in regard to the Indian trust fund, as a 
measure of obvious justice and humanity to the Indians. 


All of a is respectfully submitted, on behalf of the 
committée. I. N. MORRIS, Chairman. 

Mr. PRYOR. I wish to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Illinois how many members of the com- 
mittee concurred in that report? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. All of them. 

Mr. PRYOR. I so understood the gentleman 
from Illinois to state before; but I understand 
that all the members of the committee did not 
concur in the report. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. The report is a 
unanimous one. If I am mistaken in this, I am 
ready to hear from members of the committee on 
the subject. 

Mr. BURNETT. I understood that the House 
agreed to have the report read, with the under- 
standing that it was not to be considered at this 
time. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will state that there is some 
misunderstanding in reference to this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it 
was distinctly stated that the report was-not to be 
considered at this time. 

Mr. THOMAS. I merely desired to state that 
the remark of the gentleman from Virginia re- 
quires some explanation; .1 think, however, it is 
possible that I had better defer my remarks upon 
the subject until I have had some conference with 
the members of the committee. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, 
the report will be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I merely want to 
say that I am ready to consider this report at 
ro time gentlemen of the House may choose to 

x. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Weare willing togive you 
any time you want, if you will just allow us to 
go on now. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD—AGAIN. 


The House then resumed the consideration, as 
a special order, of the Pacific railroad bill, with 
the amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish the House to hear me 
for one moment in regard to this bill, and | hope 
it may expedite the final result upon the Senate 
amendments, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Before the 
gentleman proceeds, I desire to ask one question. 
_ Mr. CURTIS. I hope the gentleman will not 
interrupt me. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I rise toa 
question of order, then. I wish to know whether 
it is in order to move that the House disagree to 
all the amendments of the Senate, and ask for a 
committee of conference. 

Mr. CURTIS. I suppose it is; but I do not 
propose to make that motion at this time. 

heSPEAKER. TheChairsupposesit would 
not be in order. Unless that order is dispensed 
with by unanimous consent, each amendment 
must be considered by itself. 

Mr. SICKLES. very large number of those 
amendments relate merely to names, and are en- 
tirely unimportant. I suppose, of course, the 
House will not quibble with the Senate about the 
names of individuals to be inserted. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. 1 will suggest to the 
gentleman from lowa that, as I have an amend- 
ment prepared to the first amendment of the Sen- 
| ate, he allow me to present it at this time, and he 
}ean then speak to it. 

Mr. CURTIS. Very well. I have no objection. 
|| Mr. BURNETT. I wish to say, in reference 
to the suggestion of the gentleman from IIlinvis, 
that I will not consent to any agreement by which 
the vote shall be taken on the Senate amendments 

| as a whole. 
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The SPEAKER. 


cided that the vote must be taken upon each 


pensed with by wnanimous consent. Any mem- 


ber has a right to require a vote upon each amend- | 


ment, 

Mr. PHELPS. I suppose the unimportant 
amendments may be passed over by unanimous 
consent, and the vote taken upon them in gross. 

Mr. BRANCH. Lask that the usual course be 
taken, and the amendments considered separately. 

The SPEAKER. That course will be taken. 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish merely to indicate to 
the House the course I desire to pursue. The 
Senate has made a considerable number of amend- 
ments to the bill, most of which I regard as 1m- 


The Chair has already de- 


|| I have worked as hard for the construction of a || 
amendment separately, unless that course be dis- || 


| 


| absence of experiments with instruments, and, no 


|| Is to construct this great work, by fixing the start- 


material. They are introduced in the bift for the || 


purpose of furnishing guards; which I supposed, 
the original bill as it passed the House. 


not of vital importance, I am disposed to adopt 
them. There is one amendment which is of more 
importance than any other, which relates to a 
northern road, 

The difference between two and three roads 
seems to be conceived by the Senate as a matter 
of no vast importance, [tis the difference between 
$95,000,000 and $125,000,000, which the Govern- 
ment is to advance in bonds. 


except as the road progresses. They cannot be all 
advanced or required by the directors in less than 
ten or fifteen years. 
drawn from the Treasury, and the bonds are all 
to be secured by a first mortgage upon the roads, 
which mortgage must be satisfactory to the At- 
torney General. The Government of the United 
States is, therefore, secured in the advances it 
makes. These three roads are so far apart that 
Sey will not be competitors, so far as the local 
trade is concerned, while they will, as overland 
roads, accommodate great sections of the Repub- 


lic. 


Mr. Speaker, I commenced considering and | 
elicf | 


laboring for this Pacific railroad with the 
that one road would answer our purpose, and that 
we should press through only one central route. 


I have labored at it in Congress for four winters, | 


and | am now satisfied that we cannot get a Pa- 
cific railroad by adhering to one road, because 
iocal and sectional issues are such, there must 


I wish the House | 
to recollect that these bonds are not to be issued | 


There is no money to be | 


| whole western border of the State, so that the 
| best starting point could have been selected. I 


| view of the House, that, under the Senate amend- 
and still believe, were sufficiently provided for in || 
But the || 
amendments being introduced by the Senate, and 


| amendment proposes to run south of west, and 





be more than one road to satisfy public expecta- | 


tion and general interests. 


The committee of the | 


House therefore consented to two roads; and thus | 


the bill went to the Senate of the United States, 
where a third road was provided for, as we now 
find it in the amendments to this bill. These three 


roads are au extreme northern road, an extreme | 


southern road, and a central road. 


All sections | 


of the country will thus be accommodated by the | 


construction of those three. 

In the consideration of the amendments of the 
Senate, Lam disposed to have them all passed by 
the House. I have determined, whenever any 


amendment is brought before the House, to move | 


a concurrence, as I believe that most of the 
amendments of the Senate are unimportant; and 


as we are at a late period of the session, | trust | 
that we shall not lose the bill on that account. If | 


the bill be not altogether satisfactory, it can here- | 
This is a point it is right the | 


after be amended. 
House should take notice of. If it be found, after 


a year’s reflection and exertions, that there is | 
ae wrong in the bill, the next Congress | 


will have an opportunity to correct it; for, by an | 


amendment of the Senate, all the corporations re- 


quired under its provisions are to be referred back | 


to Congress, where everything will have to be 
considered and approved before any land or bonds 
will attach to the company. There is also a pro- 
vision in the bill which authorizes a subsequent 
Congress of the United States to correct any im- 

ropriety in the construction growing out of con- 
usion or disturbance in the country. The bonds 
would be of little or no value, and the road could 
not go forward, on the basis here proposed. The 
integrity of the country is necessary to its pro- 
rress. I now move that the House concur in the 
frst amendment of the Senate. 


I will not call for | 
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Pacific railroad as the gentleman from lowa, [Mr. || 


Curtts,]} or -y other man upon this floor, yet I 
must state my belief that, under the provisions of | 
this bill as amended by the Senate, no road will | 
be built upon the southern, the northern, or the | 
central route. The first amendment of the Senate 


starts out, in the absence of information, in the 
doubt, against the wishes of those whose money 


ing point upon the western border of the State of 
Missouri. It should have been left open to the 


can demonstrate upon that map, which stands in 


ments, in getting two hundred miles west of the 
Mississippi river, you have to go more than one 
hundred and seventy miles out of the way. 

In going to a point north of west, the Senate | 


then to the point of destination. By that course, | 
from the mouth of the Kansas river to Fort Riley, 
you will ignore the largest military establishment 
in America, and probably in the world. You will 
ignore, sir, Fort Leavenworth by running in the 
direction of Fort Riley, alittle military establish- 
ment that will not furnish a single car-load a 
month for transportation. The amendment takes 
the road to that small fort and away from Fort 





Leavenworth, from which millions and millions 
of pounds are sent off every season to the interior 
mountain regions, in the direction of New Mex- 
ico and the Pacific States. Younot only do that; 
but by the second amendment of the Senate, when 
you get to Fort Riley the road is made to run 
north to Fort Kearny. I have a friend in my 
wv who may perhaps know the reasons for this 
change of route. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Will the gen- 


that amendment was made? I[ am anxious to 
know the reasons which induced the Senate to 
put in this amendment which affects us of the 
northern States so seriously? 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I think I can an- 
swer. The distinguished Senator from Missouri, 
who offered this amendment in the Senate, resides 
of St. Louis; and I have no doubt that 
he offered it with a view to help his immediate 
constituents. In reference to the starting point, 
I do not arraign him for endeavoring to subserve 
the interests of St. Louis by fixing itat the mouth 
of Kansas river. If L lived where he docs, per- 
haps I would have offered the same amendment; 
but the running of the road from the starting 
point,at the mouth of Kansas river, to Fort Riley, 
and then off to Fort Kearny, could only have 
originated in total ignorance of the geography of 
the country, or in a desire to iguore the interests 
of his constituents in northern Missouri; to ignore 
the great central belt of the Union from Philadel- 

hia, Pennsylvania, to the Missouri river. It does 
iguore Philadelphia, Harrisburg, Columbus, I[n- 
dianapolis, and Springfield, and the whole central 


in the cit 


| belt of States. 


That is notall. The roads, as laid down in this 
bill, would, in my judgment, prevent any man, 
who had a little more than the amount necessary 
to subsist his family, from taking any stock. 

An amendment less objectionable than the one 
moved in the Senate, and which seems specially 
intended for the benefit of the city where he re- 
sides, was offered in this House by my colleague 
from Missouri who represents the city of St. 
Louis. ‘That amendment merely fixed the start- 
ing point at the mouth of Kansas river, and pro- 
vided for the road running westward in the 
direction of the central route. Still, sir, that 
amendment was voted down in this House by a 
vote of three to one. 

I submit the following amendment to the first 
amendment of the Senate: 

Strike out “and a ae up the valley of said 


river to the vicinity of Fort Riley,’ and, in lieu thereof, 
insert: **and with a branch trom some eligible point on said 


| line, not more than fifty miles west of the Missouri river, 
to the city of St. Joseph.” ; 


the previous question, however, because my friend || 
|| with any view of endangering the passage of the 


from Missouri, [Mr. Craie,} who regards this 


amendment as materially affecting the interests of i 
his constituents, desires to submit some remarks. |) 


Mr. Speaker, I do not propose the amendment 


bill; but, on the contrary, to insure the concur- 
rence of the House in the amendment of the Sen- 


tleman from Missouri explain the reasons why 
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| Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, while | ate, and the passage of the bill. All I ask in my 


amendment is, that the main trunk of the central 
road shali start from the mouth of Kansas riye; 
, 


| and take the best route that the instruments wil] 


show. And we ask, for the benefit of fifteen hun- 
dred miles of country, running due east from the 
point indicated in the amendment, that you shal] 
give them fifty miles of grant by which they may 
plant thi great central railroad, and we will be 
content with that. That fifty miles, if consented 
to by the House, will open a market for more 
American citizens and more American products 
than any two hundred miles of railroad on the 
American continent. The Senate amendment, as 


| it is, ignores the entire lake region. The six lhyy- 





dred and fifty miles of grant given by the Senate 
amendment will open a market for all these peo- 
ple, and make a road which, in my judgment, 
will be acceptable to the persons who will have 
to furnish the materials for the road, and the read 
will be built. It isa poor privilege which we ask; 
but it is a privilege that is asked for by more men, 
women, money, and persons of this country than 
are represented by any thousand miles of that 
road and its branches, as it is laid down in the 
bill. It is against running six hundred miles out 
of the way to get away from central Illinois, and 
other States in proportion, that we protest. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [am in favor of the 
amendment of the gentleman from “Missouri to 
the amendment of the Senate. I do not, however, 
rise to address myself to that amendment, but 
simply to express the hope that the House will 
non-concur in all the Senate amendments, get a 
committee of conference, and frame a bill for a 
Pacific railroad which can be passed into a jaw. 
The bill, as it went from this House, was incon- 
gruous and bad enough, put through here, as it 
was, under the spur of the previous question, and 
under atrick of the rules, which cut off all amend- 
ments. It has been made infinitely worse by the 
amendments of the Senate; and now it is a great, 
unwieldy, and incongruous thing, which no man 
can expect the President will ever sign, or which 
will ever build a railroad if itis signed. I venture 
to assert that no railroad man who knows any- 
thing about railroads and their costcan be found, 
who will say that, under this bill, any stock will 
be taken and put into any one of these roads. It 
is great nonsense and a waste of time, yea, worse 
than a waste of time, for us to engage in a discus- 
sion of this bill, asit has come to us from the Sen- 
ate. Therefore, I hope the House will non-concur 
in any of these amendments. Let us bring this 
matter to a settlement, by getting a committee of 
conference to frame a bill for a Pacific railroad, 
with proper guards and provisions, which will 
secure its passage through this House. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I do not rise for the 
purpose of going into a discussion of the expe- 
diency of connecting the Atlantic with the Pacific 
by means of a railroad to be constructed by pri- 
vate enterprise aided by Federal patronage. The 
public judgment has been long since pronounced 
in favor of such a measure; and I am in favor of 
it. I have been for it since the date of the acqui- 
sition of our Pacific possessions, under thie treaty 
of peace with Mexico. I have been in favor of it 
as a necessary means of consolidating and inte- 
grating our extensive territories, our ocean-bound 

epublic, and only awaited the ripeness of ume 
to embark in it. After ten years of thorough dis- 
cussion and searching investigation, the country 
has pronounced in favor of it with remarkable 
unanimity. 

The only question remaining now is, as to the 
plan and form of the measure; whether the Gov- 
ernment will intervene to assist in the effectua- 
tion of the measure, and whether one or more 
roads shall be constructed. This is the question. 
For myself, inasmuch as private enterprise has 
shrunk from espousing the enterprise, alone and 
unassisted, for so long a time, I am willing and 
even desirous that the Government should succor 
it. Hence, sir, I voted for the bill upon its pas- 
sage through this House. I voted for it, how- 
ever, more on account of its object than on accoun! 
of its details. Indeed, I objected to many of 1s 
details as incongruous and ill-advised. I objected 
particularly toa multiplication of roads as cndan- 
gering the project, and as committing the Govern- 
ment to too great a liability. Yet I voted fori 
as the best I could do under the circumstances. 

As was truly observed by my colleague, (Mr. 
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Farnswortn,] the Senate has made numerous | The pecuniary credit of the Government is im- | 
| paired; we are already in debt, and forced to bor- 


and cumbrous amendments to the bill. The 
have added to the incongruity of the bill, and | 
committed the Government to still greater ad- 
vances of money or land in aid of the enterprise. 
They have added another road, to run from Lake 
Superior to Puget sound. with a branch to Port- 
land, in Oregon. They have fixed one of the 
eastern termini of the road at the mouth of the 
Kansas river, on the western border of Missouri, 
instead of leaving that terminus open for determ- | 
ination by the company created by the bill. By | 
this change, they have substituted Westport for 
a point on or near the same parallel of latitude— | 
as St. Joseph, in Missouri. I say the latter 
point, because it seems to have been generally 
conceded that all the considerations of business, 
population, and centrality, would have designated 
that point. In this the public interest was sub- 
erdinated to local views, and the dictation of a | 
single city—St. Louis. I regret all this; not that | 
I am unfriendly to St. Louis, but on account of || 
higher considerations—the convenience and ac- | 
commodation of the country at large. 

I am in favor of one road—a great central 
road, which, with the roads now in operation, 
shall connect the two oceans; but I am in favor 
of leaving the line of that road to be located by || 
the practical intelligence of private judgment. I 
would not have Congress to locate it by accidental 
or competing combinations on this floor. Such 
a location must, except by accident, be injudi- 
cious and objectionable. 

Moreover, | believe with my colleague, that the 
multifarious and multiform purposes of this bill, 
as amended by the Senate, cannot be accom- 
plished under its sanction. In its present form, | 
it will almost certainly prove impracticable. It is 
a monstrous nr which will repel capitalists 
from supporting it by embarking their capitaland 
endeavors in favor of it. No discreet capitalist | 
will adventure his fortune upon so rickety and 
leaky a bottom. If any should be found willing | 
to embark upon it, it will only be those who will 
rely upon the Government rather than upon them- 
selves, for a safe deliverance. 

1am in favor of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, (Mr. Cratc,] as I understand 
it; but I think it might be improved. The bill, as 
it passed the House, contemplated two branches— 
eastern branches to the central road—one starting 
from the western border of Missouri, the other 
starting from the western border of Lowa, the two 
branches to unite at an eligible point near the bor- 
ders of those States. The gentleman’s amend- 
ment ga to preserve this arrangethent, in | 
~ If in order, I would amend his amendment, | 
oy striking out that portion of the Senate amend- | 
ment to which it relates, and substituting one | 
road, a single road, for all the roads proposed by 
the bill—a road starting from the western border 
of the frontier States of the Mississippi or Mis- 
souri valley, and running westerly, upona line to 
be determined by the company, to San Francisco, 

l 


or to the navigable waters of the Sacramento, in 
California. 








I would leave the point of departure | 
from the western border and the intermediate line 
to its western termination, to be fixed by the 
practical judgment of the company—of course 
restricting their discretion, in general terms, to 
the most eligible route between the eastern and 
western termini of the road. 

Such a road could be built, in reasonable time, 
upon the basis of this bill, by the union of indi- 
vidual enterprise and capital with the largess of | 
the Government; and such a road would answer 
all exigent purposes for the present, and would 
facilitate the construction of other expedient roads 
in due time. I am for such a road, and will vote 
for it most heartily; nay, as I have already said, | 
I will vote—though with some reluctance—for the | 
bill as it passed the House; but drugged with the 
Senate amendments | do not think [ can vote for 
it. Such a road would, in my judgment, satisfy 
all reasonable public expectation; more, the pub- | 
lic sense would probably condemn. | 

| 





Independent of the inherent defects of the meas- 
ure as it now stands before us, there are other 
considerations of grave magnitude that should | 
warn us against it. What is the condition of the 
country at this time? We are upon the cataract | 
ofa revolution which has swept six States from | 
their constitutional moorings, and which may || 
carry with it still greater evils and aggravations. || 
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|} ment. 


| desert of Sahara, to Fort Kearny; then it turns 








row more and more money to keep the Govern- 
ment in operation—to keep it upon its legs. Under | 


| these circumstances, | am opposed to encumber- 


ing the Government with any unnecessary indebt- | 


I am opposed to extending its operations 
in any experimental form involving a still further 
strain of its credit. 
ued national existence before we launch off upon 
a treacherous sea of experimental speculation. 
Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Will the gentle- 


_man from Illinois allow me here to suggest that, || and the Lakes, and the gentlemen from St. Louis, 


after the vote is taken on my amendment, the |! 


question will be upon concurring in the Senate 
amendment, and a non-concurrence therewith will 
be tantamount to his amendment. That vote 
must be taken, at any rate, after the vote is taken 
upon my proposition. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I do not know that I 
shall have an spearanity to offer my amendment, 
unless it be o 
tleman from Missouri. 


Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. If the House non- 


_ concur in the Senate amendment, you will accom- 


plish the object of your amendment, exactly. 


The SPEAKER. That will be the first ques- | 


tion after the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri is disposed of. 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman from Illinois will 
allow me to suggest that this bill is to be consid- 
ered in the House, and the previous question can 
be demanded on each amendment; and, under the 


new rule, the previous question exhausts itself | 


on the single amendment. But there never can 


| be more than two amendments offered if the pre- 


vious question is called on the whole bill. If the 
gentleman from Missouri calls the previous ques- 
tion on his amendment to the first amendment of 
the Senate, the previous question will exhaust 
itself when the vote shall have been taken on his 
amendment, and the amendment of the Senate 
will still be open to further amendment. If the 
gentleman from Illinois will allow me, I desire to 
say a word further in reply to the remark made 
by his colleague, [Mr. Farnsworrtn.} I have 
heard the remark frequently made upon this floor 
that this bill passed the House * under the trick 
of the rules,’’ as it is called, and under the pre- 
vious question; and that no opportunity was af- 
forded to amend it. That is agreat mistake. The 
bill could have been amended in Committee of the 
Whole, in any way that gentlemen desired to 
amend it. The original bill was read through by 
sections, and was open to amendment. But, be- 
cause gentlemen chose to leave it until it was too 
late, they charge the fault upon the trick of the 
rules, and say the bill was put through under the 
spur of the previous question, when really it was 
their own ignorance of the rules that prevented 
them from amending the bill. The bill could have 
been amended and perfected in any way thatany 
gentleman desired. But, because they chose to 
wait until it was too late, they charge it upon a 
trick of the rules that the bill passed the House 
in such a cumbersome form. 

Now, I admit that there were some things in 
the bill, as it passed the House, which might have 
been improved. I amin favor of one road or 
three. I should be content with one; but if there 
are to be more roads than one, I am in favor of 
three. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to say a single 
word or two in conclusion, before I yield the floor. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Will the gentleman 
allow me to say a word in relation to this central 
route? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Certainly. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. In the first place, the 
central route—or that portion of the Pacific rail- 
road which is intended to connect with the city 
of Philadelphia, and those cities that lie in the 
same parallel of latitude—is of such a character as 
ought to preclude the possibility of the adoption 
of the amendment of the Senate. It necessitates 
all the travel and all the trade of that region to 
diverge southward to the city of St. Louis; from 
St. Louis it turns nenthioaed ta the mouth of the 
Kansas river; from the mouth of the Kansas river 
it takes a southwest course again to Fort Riley; 


| thence it goes almost directly northward for a 
_ space of from three to five hundred miles, over a | 


country most parts of which are as barren as the 





Let us be sure of our contin- | 


ered to the amendment of the gen- | 








in a southwesterly direction to Denver City, and 
then it again turns northwestwardly to Bridger’s 


| Pass,and thus through the mountains. This would 











| 


give tothe middle States, to the city of Philadel- 
phia, and the other cities on the same line, a con- 
nection with the Pacific ocean atleast five hundred 


| miles longer than any other route that could be 


adopted either north or south, accommodating no 
trade and no travel, and affording no advantages 
whatever of a commercial character. 

Why this is done, I cannot explain, unless it 
is intended by the gentlemen from New England 


to combine their forces to cut off all trade along 
the middle line of these great States of the Union. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. Mr. Speaker, | desire to 
make an appeal to the gentleman from lowa before 
1 yield the floor. I voted for the bill as it passed 
the House. It has been so amended by the Sen- 
ate that I cannot vote for itnow. He has already 
stated, in the hearing of the House, that he him- 
self disapproves of many of the amendments of 
the Senate. lask him whether he had not better 
stand up against amendments he condemns, and 
insist upon the bill as it passed the House, and 
trust to the chances of its success? Let me say 
to him that he had better not exchange the true 


| friends of the measure in the House for enemies 


in the Senate; for many of these amendments, I 
have reason to believe, were made by the Senate 
in a spirit of hostility to the measure. But the 
gentleman says, unless we concur in these amend- 
ments, we may lose the bill. Let me say to him, 
if we do concur, we will be in still greater dan- 
ger of losing it. Let us maintain the bill as it 
should be, and if the President should veto it, 


|| we will be justified by the judgment and sense of 


the country. If we simplify the bill by curtail- 
ing the liabilities which are to be imposed upon 
the Government, and confine it to one great cen- 
tral road, upon a line corresponding with the 
parallel of latitude on which the greatest weight 
of population is to be found—in the great States 
of Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and 
Missouri, all will be well; the road will be con- 
structed, and the people will be satisfied. 

Mr? CURTIS. I desire to say something in 
opposition to this amendment. Half a dozen 
speeches have been made in favor of it. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. As the gentleman 
from Iowa has indicated a purpose to call the pre- 
vious question, I desire to say a few words before 
he addresses the House. 

Mr. CURTIS. Very well. I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I know very well 
how the gentleman from lowa feels about the 
pending amendment of the Senate. 1 know that 
he is opposed to it; but the fear that he will lose 
his last two years’ work—and I admit that he has 
worked faithfully—induces him to agree to bad 
amendments of the Senate with a hope of getting 
them lopped off by the next Congress. I tell the 
gentleman that he is trying a dangerous experi- 
ment. The company that he contemplates will 
never be organized under this bill. 

Now, lam sure that, if the gentleman from 
lowa thought that any one of the amendments 
of the Senate—and I believe there are forty-five of 
them—would be non-concurred in, he wou!d speak 
and vote with me against this amendment of the 
Senate that I am now trying to get modified; but 
a belief that he can put through the bill with all 
the Senate amendments, induces my friend to op- 
pose me in this modification. I tell him now, that 
after we shall have passed this point, we cannot 
go back. The bill will certainly have to go back 
to the Senate on a number of the amendments; 
and I ask him now to talk to the House as he 
feels about this amendment, and to ask the House 
to join himself and me in adopting my modifica- 
tion. 

If he does not do that, the amendments made 
by the Senate, and to which he is opposed, will 
be voted down. Atleast some of the amendments 
of the Senate will be non-concurred in; and all the 
dangers which he apprehends from the bill hav- 
ing to go back to the Senate, will have to be in- 
curred; and then he cannot go back to correct the 
error on this vital matter. I ask the gentleman 
from Iowa to reflect that all of tnese amendments 
cannot possibly be concurred in by the House. 
Why not, therefore, when he knows that my 


amendment to the Senate amendment is fair and 
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ments; when he knows that it will accommodate 
more trade and commerce and travel than any 
other amendment offered—why does he not,I say, 
give his adhesion to this vigheabes amendment, | 
which I know is favored by his heart and judg- 
ment? The gentleman from Iowa flatters himself 
with the hope that the House will concur in all of 
these forty-five Senate amendments, and that he 


can thereby save his bill; but he entirely deceives || 


himself on that point. Lask him now to come 
to the rescue, aieasiete my amendment. 

Mr. PRYOR. I do not rise to debate this ques- 
tion; notatall. I am persuaded, Mr. Speaker, 
that no speech, whatever might be its ers 
could even impede the passage of this bill; still I 
do feel it incumbent on me, as a Representative 
from Virginia, to enter my protest against a meas- 
ure for which there is nota particle of warrant in 
the Constitution; against a measure which con- 
templates the achievement of the most chimerical 
object; agaiast a measure involving an expendi- 
ture which no contrivance of mathematical calcu- 
lus can ascertain. Is this the time, when the rapid 
consolidation of the Government is already pre- 
cipitating the disruption of the Confederacy, to | 
augment Federal power by fastening on the ii 
ernment an excrescence greater in magnitude and | 
influence than ever the East India Company was 
in the palmiest day of its power? Chimerical, I 
say, is the idea of traversing, by a triple railway, | 
boundless deserts, where nothing is heard but the 
howl of the wild beast and the yell of the more 
intractable savage—a chimerical measure, in com- 
—— with which the Colossus of Rhodes or the 

»yramid of Cheops sink into insignificance. Are 
we now, when our utmost energies and resources 
are engrossed in the endeavor to support the Gov- 
ernment which we have, and maintain the terri- 
tory we possess—is this the Ume to inaugurate so 
stupendous an enterprise ? , 

hen your Treasury is bankrupt; when you 
have not money in your exchequer with which 
to discharge the petty debts due the menials in 
your employ; when your credit is exhausted, and 
the Federal Government proposes to trave? over 
the length and breadth of the Union a mendicant, | 
for the indorsement of the States to sustain it; is | 
this, I say, the time to inaugurate an enterprise | 
involving so much expense, and the consumma- | 
tion of which I believe to be impracticable ? With 
these suggestions, and wishing to bring the mat- 
ter to a close, | move to lay all the amendments 
on the table. 


Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Will that carry the 





bill to the table ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Stanton in 
the chair.) The motion carries the bill with it. 

Mr, SICKLES. I ask the gentleman from 
Virginia to suspend his motion fora moment, that 
I may make a reply. I think it is but fair that 
such an attack on the bill of a general nature 
should be met. 

Mr. PRYOR. I have every disposition to ac- 
commodate the gentleman from New York; but 
inasmuch as he can have an opportunity to reply 
hereafter, 1 must, with all respect, insist on my 
motion. 


Mr. PRYOR called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. Sars 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 39, nays 111; as follows: 

Y EAS-~-Mesasrs. William C. Anderson, Bocock, Branch, 
Brown, Burnett, Carey, Horace F. Clark, Burton Craige, 
English, Garnett, John T’. Harris, Haskin, Holman, Hughes, 
Jenkins, Hibert 8. Martin, Millson, Morrill, Niblack, Noell, 
Phelps, Pryor, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Royce, Ruffin, 
Rust, William N. H. Smith, Stevens, Stevenson, Stokes, 
‘Thomas, Vance, Van Wyck, Walton, Webster, Whiteley, 
Wiustow, and Wright—39. 

NAYS— Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Al- 
len, Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Barr, 
Barret, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Boteler, Brabson, Brayton, 
Briggs, Bristow, Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Campbell, 


Case, John B. Clark, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conway, Cor- | 


win, Covode, Cox, James Craig, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, 
Dawes, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Eth- 
eridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Foster, Fouke, 
Frank, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hall, Hamilton, J. Morrison 
Harris, Helmick, Hindman, William Howard, William A. 
Howard, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg Kenyon, Kil- 
gore, Killinger, De Witt C. Leach, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mal- 
lory, Marston, McClernand McKean, McKenty, Millward, 
Montgomery, Moorhead, Eaward Joy Morris, Isaac N. 
Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Palmer, Pettit, Porter, Pot- 
ter, Quaries, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Scott, Scranton, 
Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, Spinner, Stanton, 


The ae being on Mr. Pryor’s motion, 
| 


THE C 





just, and called for by a larger business interest \| Wintiam Stewart, Stout, Stratton, Ta) 


than is represented in any of the Senate amend- C. Weabeae, nha Bb. Wesbbatne, Wilson, Windom, || 





| 





1, Theaker, Train, 


Woodruff, and Woodson—1l11 

So the House refused to lay the amendments 
on the table. 

During the vote, 

Mr. LARRABEE stated that he was paired off 
with Mr. Locaw on this measure, for this after- 
noon. 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Leacu, of 
North Carolina, was confined to his room by in- 
disposition, and that he would, if present, vote 
*‘ay’’ on this motion. 

Mr. LEAKE stated that he had paired on this 
occasion with Mr. Tuayer; that Mr. Tuaver 
would have voted “ no” on this question, and he 


| (Mr. L.) would have voted “ay.” 


Mr. NIBLACK stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Davis, was detained at his room by indisposi- 


| tion. 


The vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Patton, one of its clerks, notifying the House 
that the Senate had passed House bill making 


|| appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 


penses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for 
the year ending the 30th June, 1862, with sundry 
amendments, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. Let these Senate amendments 
be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. GARNETT. I object to their reference 
out of their regular order. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL—AGAIN. 


Mr. CURTIS. I hope that the vote just taken 
will be —— as a test vote; and that the op- 
ponents of the bill will recognize that it is impos- 
sible for them to defeat the bill, and will therefore 
allow the friends of the measure to go on and per- 
fect it as well as they can. 

Now, in regard to the amendment of my friend 
from Missouri, I confess there is no man asso- 
ciated with me in this measure who has worked 
harder or more faithfully than he has done; and 
therefore, I dislike to oppose any propostion of 
his. But still, | must present this amendment in 
its proper light. This is a controversy, as any 
one can see, between two great lines of railroad 
running through Missouri; the one is called the 
Pacific adie and the other the Hannibal and 
St. Joseph. My friend (Mr. Craie] represents 
a constituency which is more directly interested 
in the latter. There is also a conflict between two 
cities—the city of St. Louis and the city of St. 
Joseph. Kansas City is almost directly west of 
St. Louis; and therefore the Senators from Mis- 
souri insisted upon Kansas City being made one of 
the points of this road; so that St. Louis would be 
sure to have an easy and certain connection by 
the so-called Pacific road. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. One of the Sena- | 
tors from Missouri voted for that amendment 
under a misapprehension of the geography; but 
he is now anxious for the adoption of my amend- 
ment. My colleague [Mr. Woopson] who rep- 
resents the district near the mouth of the Kansas 
river is also in favor of it. 

Mr. CURTIS. I did think that the fairest way 
would have been to leave the point open, specify- 
ing only the western border of Missouri or Lowa, 
and let all the different railroads compete for the 
terminus on the western frontier of those two 
States. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Will the gentle- 
man from lowa permit me? 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Iam not partic- 
ularly interested in any of those roads; but I want 
to make a suggestion. I propose to strike out all 
after the words “‘ said river’’ in the seventh line, 
up to and including the word ‘ Riley,’’ in the 
ninth line, and to insert: 

Thence up the Missouri valley to or near the fortieth par- 
allel of north latitude. 

That will accommodate ull parties. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I have no objection 
to take that. ; 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Crate] anticipated very properly my view 
of this matter, that, in ordér to secure the bill, we 
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in the Senate. 


| Now, what are the facts? 
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had better take the amendments adopted by the 
Senate; and afterwards, if they prove to be too 
much of an incumbrance, we can get rid of them 
by further legislation at another Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, two points have been made 
Through the efforts of the Sen- 
ators from Missouri, the point at or near the 
mouth of the Kansas has been obtained for the 
interest of St. Louis; and for some reason they 
have also put in Fort Riley as a point. This 
last point is, perhaps, one degree south of a due 
west line from the mouth of the Kansas. 

Now, sir, one gentleman (Mr. Monrtcomery] 








_ has said that this route is thus made a most ex- 


traordinary zig-zag line. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania says it first runs northwest, then 
southwest, then north, then west, then south; and 
in that way he made it appear a perfect abortion. 
he Senate amendment 
has fixed Kansas City asa starting point. From 


| thence the route proceeds almost due west, per- 


haps, as I have said, one degree south of west, to 
Fort Riley; from whence, Fort Kearny being 
made a point, the route proceeds in a northwest- 
erly direction. From that point there is no ma- 
terial change of direction to the Salt Lake valley, 
and thence to California; all the way near the 
latitude of 419, and in a very direct line. 

The other branch, for Iowa, still remains the 
same as in the House bill, starting from some 
point on the western border of the State of Iowa. 

The two branches are straight lines, one starting 
from Missouri and the other from Iowa; and they 
are so arranged as to start, one north and the other 
south of the point occupied by my friend from 
Missouri. If they will only continue the Han- 
nibal and St. Joseph road in a direct line, until it 
intercepts either branch of the Pacific road, they 
will have a better line then than any one from St. 
Louis; and they will have the same advantages 
that all the roads in Iowa will have when they 
are prolonged, as they will all come within the 
angle of these two lines which embrace both States. 

ow, gentlemen undertake to say that the whole 
North—the whole Lake country—is going to be 
ignored. Why, sir, the roads running from Chi- 
cago through northern Illinois, if they are pro- 
longed as they are now being extended, will also 


| come within this angle; and therefore, I say that 


all the lines running west from Chicago and from 
St. Louis, and all eastand west lines between these 
cities, and therefore the main lines through Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, between lat- 
itude 38° and 4J° north latitude, will come within 


| this angle, and will all be accommodated; and any 


of them can claim to be the main Pacific route just 
as fairly as those on any exterior line can claim 
that advantage. 

But the gentleman says they will have to build 
their own Pacific railroad. ell, sir, it will be 
doing just as we in lowa have had todo. We 
have some six or seven lines of road running from 
east to west through the State of lowa, and they 
have all to be prolonged to meet this main line, 
and enjoy the advantage of the Pacific railroad. 

Mr. MONTGOME Y. The gentleman will 
remember that lowa has received land grants for 
her roads to the extent of millions of acres from 
the Government. We have had to build ours 
without. ! 

Mr.CURTIS. And so has Missouri received 
lands. I hope, therefore, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will not insist on putting in his amendment. 
I should have been very glad if it had remained 
as the House passed it. f should have preferred 
to see it remain an open question as to the start- 
ing point on the western border of Missour, as!s 
the case in regard to Towa. But I see plainly that 
Senators will insist upon this particular amend- 
ment;and I shall therefore vote for it in the House, 
and hope it will be adopted. Rates's 

In regard to the complaint that this bill is very 
incongruous and very elaborate, I have just this to 
say: |doubtthecapacityofevery man in this House 
to get upa bill that will be human perfection. Jam 
very sorry that some of the honorable gentieme"! 
who are colleagues of mine on the committee, if 
they can see incongruities in the bill now, did not 
see them at the time when the bill was under on- 
sideration in committee, and have them stricke” 
out. This bill has been amended and amended 
over and over again for the last two years; al! |'s 
merits have been discussed, and all its details have 
been considered in detail by special committees 
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